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This dissertation was written as part of my MA in the Classical Archaeology 
and the Ancient History of Macedonia at the International Hellenic University. It is 
about the ancient topography of the east part of the Thermaic Gulf and Crousis during 
the First Millennium BC. The first chapter, discusses the historical background of the 
Crousis region and the cities located in the area during the First Millennium BC. What 
is more, the second chapter is related to the natural environment as well as the economic 
activities of the region. The third chapter is about the archaeological settlements, which 
have been inhabited during the period under examination. It is necessary to notice that 
in this part of my dissertation I mainly use the modern municipalities and the modern 
toponyms of each region in order to name the sites each settlement occupies. I preferred 
to begin from the south to the north and principally from Veria to Nea Michaniona and 
Therme and concluding with Galatista. In other words, the ancient sites of the modern 
municipalities of Nea Propontida, Thermaikos, Mikra, Therme and Poligyros were 
included in the list. Furthermore, this paper also examines the archaeological finds from 
the settlements and their cemeteries, their geographical location and the suggested 
views about the identification of some of them. The fourth and last chapter is about 
some thoughts on the settlement organization of the aforementioned areas. The 
dissertation is completed with several general conclusions and the figures in order to 
have a more complete image of the research. 
 




















My interest in the archaeology of the East part of the Thermaic Gulf had already 
begun since my undergraduate studies in the Aristotle University of Thessaloniki, when 
I undertook an assignment regarding the Burial Tombs of Ancient Aineia.  In fact, the 
main factor that drew my attention to the study of these areas is my origin from Nea 
Michaniona, where the ancient city of Aineia, one of the most important cities in 
Crousis, was located during the First Millennium BC. Another notable factor is my 
participation in the excavation of the International Hellenic University at the 
archaeological site of trapeza  of Neo Rysio-Kardia during the years 2017-2020, which 
has brought to light significant finds. For these reasons, I had always maintained a 
strong interest in the study of the ancient Macedonia and, especially, of the topography 
of the east coast of the Thermaic Gulf. 
Nevertheless, it is important to highlight that the majority of the settlements in 
the East Part of the Thermaic Gulf have already been spotted, but most of them have 
not been systematically excavated yet. According to my views, the ancient geography 
as well as the topography and the available archaeological remains are very helpful in 
order to examine how a site had been chosen in order to establish a settlement, what are 
the factors of this choice and how not only the everyday life of the inhabitants but also 
their economic activities were affected by the location of the site and the physical 
environment. 
Taking into consideration the difficulties that I faced during my research 
because of the covid-19 pandemic, I would like to express my gratitude to some people 
whose help was necessary in order to successfully complete this dissertation. First of 
all, I am indebted to my supervisor Associate Professor Manolis Manoledakis for his 
guidance and support during my project. Particularly, I am grateful for giving me the 
opportunity to participate as a volunteer in the excavations of the site at Neo Rysio-
Kardia in the years 2017-2019 during my undergraduate studies, I am thankful for 
giving me access to his unpublished paper on the excavation of International Hellenic 
University at the trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia in AEMTh 31 and for all the oral 
information regarding the investigations at the site and the topography of the region. I 
would also like to express my gratitude to the Associate Professor Ioannis Xydopoulos 
for helping me regarding the historical background of my dissertation and providing 
me the basic bibliography for it. Furthermore, I would like to thank Dr. Nikos Akamatis 
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for his excellent guidance throughout my MA studies as an academic mentor of my 
dissertation. Last but not least I am grateful to my friends, Asterios Vasilas, Marialena 
Detsika and Evangelia Tzina, for offering their help and assistance regarding the 
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Crousis was a geographical region that belonged to Ancient Macedonia and 
occupied the western coast of Chalkidiki peninsula, which bordered on the Thermaic 
Mygdon1 2. The inhabitants of the area are known as 
Crousaioi, who probably came from Pallene after the arrival of the Greeks3. They must 
have been a Thracian tribe4 that was hellenized rather early5.  
A number of Ancient Greek authors, namely Herodotus6, Thucydides7, Strabo8 
and Dionysios of Halicarnassus9 offer some important information regarding the 
definition of its exact grounds. They locate Crousis along the western coast of the 
Chalkidiki Peninsula. More specifically, according to Herodotus, the land of 
Crousaians expanded between Pallene and the Cape of Aineia, while Dionysios of 
Halicarnassus places it north of Pallene, where Aeneas founded the homonymous city 
Aineia10. 
At this point, it is crucial to determine the geographical limits of Crousis as the 
latter is examined in this dissertation (Map 1). It is difficult to determine the boundaries 
precisely due to the lack of literary sources and the archaeological data. The only 
indisputable border of Crousis is the Thermaic Gulf, which is considered as the western 
limit of the region.  The north, east and south borders are ambiguous and during the 
First Millennium BC they were uncertain and flexible11. The territory of Crousis 
                                                 
1 St. Byz.s.v. . 
2 Soueref 2011, 249. 
3 Sismanidis 1998, 34, Tiverios 2008, 38 and Tsigarida 2011, 141. 
4 Dion. Hal. (Ant. Rom. I. 47-49) :         
           
          ,   
  ,          
Also, see Papazoglou 1988, 417. 
5 Flensted-Jensen 2004, 811. 
6Herodotus(7.123.2-     :     
         ,      
,                
       . 
7Thucydides (2.79.3-     :      
        
8 Strabo 7. 21, 24 
9 See above note 4. 
10 Soueref 2011, 249. 
11 For instance the Bottiaians migrated in the region south of Crousis that was named Bottike during the 
7th/6th c. BC. Flensted-Jensen write that the migration took place in the 7th/6th century BC. See Zahrnt 
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occupied part of the western coast of Chalkidiki peninsula and at least a part of 
Anthemous Valley up to Vasilika (Map 1, 4). Nevertheless, taking into consideration 
the uncertainty of its geographical borders, it could be deduced that the Valley could 
have been part of it entirely. It only seems reasonable to investigate the ancient 
settlements located in Anthemous Valley, as if they belonged in Crousis region.  
Moreover, it is important to mention that the Anthemous Valley area is defined 
by natural borders, which are mount Kissos/Chortiatis to the north and northeast, the 
Thermaic Gulf to the west, mounts Kalavros and Katsika to the southwest and 
Olynthios River and mount of Vavdos to the east12 (Map 1, 4). 
Regarding the southern limit of Crousis, some scholars claimed that it could be 
Nea Kallikrateia13. However, taking into account the uncertainty of the geographical 
limits of the region, in this dissertation the southern limit of Crousis is considered to be 
Veria which lies approximately 7km south of Nea Kallikrateia14. Therefore, the 
southeastern natural border of Crousis could have been mount Katsika.  
Based on the above, the northern border of Crousis consisted of the area of 
modern Therme, where a part of the estuaries of Anthemous were placed at its 
northwest and near the Airport of Thessaloniki. The eastern border included the area of 
modern Galatista while the southern border was modern Veria (north of Sozopoli). 
 It is important to highlight that within the aformentioned geographical limits 
there were at least twenty eight settlements, which were inhabited during the First 
Millennium BC. It has been suggested by the scholars that some of these sites could be 
identified with ancient cities. First of all, Herodotus reports seven cities from south to 
north which were situated along the western coast of Chalkidiki. These are Lipaxos, 
Kombreia, Aisa, Gigonos, Kampsa, Smila, and Aineia the territory of which is called 
 15. Apart from these cities, there are some other cities that according to 
modern scholars were located within the geographical limits that were set above. These 
                                                 
1971, 171 and Flensted-Jensen 2004, 811. Other scholars date it in the 7th century BC. See Sismanidis 
1998, 35; Tiverios 2008, 34; Xydopoulos 2017, 73, 82. N.G.L Hammond dates the expulsion of the 
Bottiaians between 675-625 BC. See Hammond 1972, 358-359 and nt. 1. B. Tsigarida notes that they 
were expelled around 650 BC. See Tsigarida 2017, 365.    
12 Soueref 2011, 247 and 250 and Girtzi 2011, 36. 
13 Soueref 2011, 249 and Apostolou 2019, 39-40. 
14 Zahrnt claims that the area which expanded from Potidaia to Nea Kallikrateia belonged to the 
Bottiaians. See Zahrnt 1971, 171-178. Nevertheless, Papazoglou believes that the previous idea is not 
possible, because neither Bottiaian city is safely located along the coast. See Papazoglou 1988, 421. 
15 See above note 6. 
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are Tinde and Kithas/Skithai16, Rhaikelos17 , the Eretrian colony Dikaia18 and the 
Athenian colony Brea/Beria19. Moreover, inside Anthemous Valley there were two 
more cities, known from the bibliography, which are Strepsa20 and the homonymous 

































                                                 
16 Sismanidis 1998, 35, Tiverios 2008, 33, Tsigarida 2011, 141 and Tsigarida and Xydopoulos 2015, 46. 
However, Flensted-Jensen believes that the cities were probably part of Bottike. See Flensted-Jensen 
2004, 830 and 846. 
17 Rhaikelos, according to Soueref, belonged to Crousis. See Soueref 2011, 346-347.  It was likely located 
at the wide area of modern Peraia and it possibly belonged at the administrative borders of Aineia. See 
Nigdelis 2009, 107 and 113, Soueref 2011, 284 and Xydopoulos 2012, 21 and n. ix. 
18According to the recent archaeological survey it is placed on the coast of Crousis and especially in Nea 
Kallikrateia. See Voutiras and Sismanidis 2002, 268, Bilouka and Graekos 2009, 239-246, Soueref 2011, 
334, Tsigarida 2011, 141-142, Tsigarida and Xydopoulos 2015, 46. 
19 Pazaras 1996, 313-332, Tiverios 2008, 33-34 and Tsigarida 2011, 142-143. 
20 Hatzopoulos 1987, 58-59, Papazoglou 1988, 203, Flensted-Jensen 2004, 845 and Lane Fox 2011, 257. 
21 Edson 1955, 171-172, Hatzopoulos and Loukopoulou 1987, 59 n.155, Tiverios 2008, 23 and Tsigarida 
2011, 140, n.15. 
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1. Historical Background 
 
This section will present and introduce the most important historical events 
which are related not only with the region but also with the cities and the settlements 
placed within the territory of Crousis. Ancient written sources can be very helpful in 
identifying fundamental information. Despite the fact that confirmed evidence does not 
exist, it is hypothesized that Crousis was under the control of the Macedonian Kingdom 
at least since the end of the 6th c. BC22. It is obvious that the geographical coastline 
location of Crousis, which proved to be beneficial, attracted the Athenians. More 
23, in the middle of the 6thc. 
BC, the exiled Peisistratus, after his failure to be tyrant of Athens, founded the ancient 
city of 24with the assistance of the Eretrians25. In the last decade of the 6th c. 
BC, the Macedonian King, Amyntas I, offered Anthemous to Hippias, the expelled 
tyrant of Athens26. Nevertheless, he denied the offer. 
In addition, based on Hero
in 480 BC, the coastal cities of Crousis, along the western part of Chalkidiki, provided 
an army to Xerxes, while according to Thucydides27, the area was attacked by the 
Athenians during the Pelloponessian war. It is important to highlight that some cities 
of Crousis such as Aineia28, Dikaia29  and Strepsa30 were already part of the Athenian 
League from the middle of the 5thc. BC while other districts such as Gigonos, Haisa, 
Smila, Tinde and Kithas or Skithai were included in the Athenian tribute lists for the 
first time paying in total 3000 dr. in 434-433 BC31. Gigonos is the city in which the 
                                                 
22Xydopoulos 2012, 23. Regarding the expansion of the Macedonians to east of Axios River see 
Xydopoulos 2012, 2 
23Aristot. Ath.Pol.           
    
24 About ancient city see Nigdelis 2011, 103-117. More bibliography see Apostolou 2019, 40, 
n.8. 
25 Tiverios 2008, 26 and Xydopoulos 2012, 21.  
26           
  ,      
27Thuc. ( 1.61.4-            
               
      
28  Aineia is recorded in the Athenian tribute lists a total of 16 times from 451/450 BC to 430/429 BC 
paying between 1000 dr. to 3 tal. See Frensted-Jensen 2004, 822. 
29 Dikaia is mentioned in the Athenian tribute lists a total of 16 times from 454/453 to 429/428 BC paying 
between 1-5 tal. See Flensted-Jensen 2004, 826-827. 
30 Strepsa is recorded in the Athenian Tribute Lists a total of 16 times from 454/453 to 433/432 BC 
contributing 1 tal. See Flensted-Jensen 2004, 846. 
31 Flensted-Jensen 2004, 822, 828-830 and 843. 
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Athenians camped when they marched to Potidaia in 432 BC32. After the seize of 
Potidaia by the Athenians they decided to attack the Bottiaean city of Spartalos in 429 
BC. According to Thucydides33 some peltasts from Crousis assisted the Bottiaeans and 
managed to repel the attack.  
 In 429/428 BC the Odrysian king Sitalkes, an ally of Athens, invaded 
Macedonia, plundering not only Anthemous but also Mygdonia and Crestonia. The 
Macedonians, after receiving cavalry from Upper Macedonia as reinforcements, 
attempted to drive Thracians out of the kingdom, although it proved to be 
unsuccessful34. The Thracian campaign came to an end 
the nephew of Sitalkes, Seuthes. He would give his sister and money to him if he 
persuaded Sitalkes to withdraw35.  
In 368/367 BC the pretender of the throne Pausanias conquered the cities of 
Anthemous, Therme and Strepsa36 for a short time period. Ten years later Philip II 
handed Anthemous over to the Olynthians37 but he soon conquered it back. An 
Alexander Anabasis38, is that an ile 
(squadron of heteroi cavalry) of the city of Anthemous, whose commander was 
Peroidas son of Menestheous, participated in the battle of Issus during 333 BC39. 
During the synoikismos of Thessaloniki in 316 BC, as Strabo mentions, 
Cassander brought together twenty-six settlements, some of which belonged in 
Crousis40. A part of the region belonged to the chora of the new city41.  It is essential 
to indicate the fact that he mentions only the names of six of them. These are Aineia, 
Appolonia, Chalastra, Therme, Garescus and Kissos. In 285/284 BC, the king 
                                                 
32 See above p.5 note 27.  
33See above p.1 note 7.  
34Thuc. (2.100.4-           
       ,       
,  ,           
35Thuc         ,  
 .           
36Aeschines             
37Dem   ,          ,  
      
38Arrian, Anabasis         ,   ,  
       
39 Hatzopoulos 1996, 193. 
40Strabo                
     :       .    
             
         
41Papazoglou 1988, 202 and Soueref 2011, 251. 
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Lysimachus granted to Limnaios 900 plethra of olive groves and 20 plethra of 




2. Natural Environment and Economy 
 
The economy of the region of Crousis, which included not only part of the 
western coast of Chalkidiki peninsula but also Anthemous Valley was closely related 
to the physical environment and its geomorphology44 (Map 1, 4). The terrain of the area 
is defined by mountains, hills, plains, forests, rivers and the coast, which are the natural 
features of the region. Taking into account these criteria, it is reasonable to speculate 
the financial situation and activities of the inhabitants. 
The river of Anthemous or Vassikiotikos45 
everyday life (Map 4). Taking a closer look to the ancient Greek texts, the river of 
Anthemous 46 47. In fact, 
the myth is about Heracles who stole the oxen of Geryon near the Anthemous River. 
The name Anthemous could have derived from Anthemoni, the daughter of Aineias48.  
Agriculture and cultivation flourished at the plains and the slopes of Crousis as 
well as in the homonymous valley of Anthemous. What is interesting about the word 
nce 
49.  These fertile lands, due to the irrigation, were major centers of 
production of cereals (wheat, oat, barley, maize, vetch and millet), cotton, various 
vegetables, olives and vines50. Besides, an inscription from the 3rdc. BC found in 
Kassandreia confirms the cultivation of olive groves and vineyards around the territory 
                                                 
42SEG 38 619.17. Hatzopoulos 1996, 335. For the inscription see Hatzopoulos, M.B., Une donation du 
-54. 
43 secunda pars celeberrimas urbes Thessalonicen et Cassandream habet  
Aeneamque et Acanthum  
44 Girtzi 2011, 40. 
45 Soueref 2011, 248, Manoledakis 2015, 85-87 and Manoledakis 2017, 95. 
46 Soueref 2011, 250-252. 
47       .    
       ,     
 
48 Soueref 2011, 242 and 249. 
49 Girtzi 2011, 36. 
50 Hammond 1972, 188 and Andreou et al. 2016, 23. 
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of Strepsa51. Other cultivation crops included fruit such as figs, pears and cherries52. 
Additionally, the livestock farming (sheep, goats, pigs, horses, cows, oxen etc.) was 
possibly one of the primary activities of the inhabitants of Crousis53.  
According to an inscription found in the modern area of Peraia, where the 
sanctuary of Artemis Rhaikeleia was possibly located54, it has been supposed that there 
was cultivation of a special product. The product which was cultivated in these lands is 
the Balbus scillae or 55. It is a plant with a large bulb that usually grows 
in coastal regions and it was used in medicine for curative purposes, as main ingredient 
on wine or vinegar or as antidote of poisonings56
fields were used for building works that were carried out. 
As far as the mountains and the forests of the region are concerned, according 
to Xenophon57, they offered shelter and food to many wild animals, such as lions, 
panthers, lynxes, wolves, bears, foxes, horses, eagles and roe deer, which dwelt there 
as their natural habitat58. A variety of trees existed on the hills and the slopes of the 
mountains such as oaks, pine trees, cedar, fir, chestnuts and beech59. The residents of 
mountains (mount Kalavros, mounts of Vavdos and mount Kissos60).  
Finally, the coastal areas in Crousis served as natural ports61. The alteration of 
the sea level and the deposition of sediments from the streams, were the main reasons 
for the continuous shift of the coastline. It is possible that some of the inhabitants of 
these areas had fishing and transit trade with other regions of Macedonia and Aegean 
as their main occupation. An inscription of the 2ndc. AD strengthens the idea of the 
importance of fishing in the area. Particularly, the inscription was discovered at 
Thessaloniki and it is related to the worship of Aeneas during the imperial period. The 
monument depicts a fisherman who belonged to the association of the citizens, who 
                                                 
51 SEG 38, 619. See Hatzopoulos 1988, 17-54.   
52 Girtzi 2011, 40 and Soueref 2011, 279. 
53 Smyrlis 2015, 118. 
54 See below p.29-31. 
55 Nigdelis 2009, 115-116. 
56 Nigdelis 2009, 116. 
57 Xen. (Hunt. XI.1):    , , ,    
                 
,          ,         ,  
           
58 Lane-Fox 2011, 10 and Girtzi 2011, 38-39. 
59 Girtzi 2011, 40 and Soueref 2011, 279. 
60 Hammond 1972, 189. 
61 Girtzi 2011, 39 and Soueref 2011, 309.  
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worshipped Aeneas (possibly descendants of the residents of Aineia who participated 
in the synoikismos in 316 BC)62. Finally, the importance of Aineia as a port is 
highlighted by Livy (44.10.7), who mentions that it was one of the most crucial ports 
in Chalkidiki in 168 BC63. 
 
3. The settlements of Crousis 
 
3.1Municipality of Nea Propontida- County of Chalkidiki 
 
3.1.1 Toumba Veria /Veria 
 
Type of settlement: toumba on a trapeza 
Dating: Bronze Age, Classical, Hellenistic, Roman and Christian Period 
 
The area is located within the Chalkidiki peninsula, along the east side of the 
Thermaic Gulf (Map 1, 2). It is situated 3,4 km north of Sozopoli and 7,3 km south of 
Nea Kallikrateia64. The ancient settlement was grounded on a toumba on a trapeza, 
which can be found on the coastline of Nea Syllata, a region known as Paralia Verias 
(fig.1). The toumba is noticeable from a distance due to its distinctive height and shape. 
Furthermore, there is a stream (Balouzia or Tsiganorema)65 500 m. west off the toumba, 
which flows into the Thermaic Gulf.  Both surface investigations66 and excavations 
have been conducted on site by the 16th Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical 
Antiquities and the 10th Ephorate of Byzantine Antiquities67. According to pottery 
fragments, the settlement was continuously occupied68 during the Bronze Age, the 
Classical, the Hellenistic, the Roman and the Christian Period69. It is significant to 
underline the erosion of the toumba by the sea waves, as the trapeza was destroyed by 
multiple human activities, from the Middle Ages until now, largely due to the 
                                                 
62 Nigdelis 2006, 206-211. 
63 Soueref 2011, 242-243. 
64 Soueref 2011, 194. 
65 Manoledakis 2017a, 113. Moreover, according to Manoledakis, this stream is likely identified with 
Chabrias River. Manoledakis considers that it is more possible that Chabrias River could be identified 
with the river of Nea Kallikrateia (Kioulafli Revma) that springs from mount Kalavros. See Manoledakis 
2017a, 113-114. 
66 Tavlakis-Tsanana 2005, 271. 
67 See Pazaras 1996, 315-316. 
68 Rhomiopoulou 1976, 247. 
69 In particular, pottery and findings which were dated from Early, Middle and Late Bronze Age, Early 
Iron Age, Archaic, Classical, Hellenistic, Roman and Byzantine Period to 13th c.AD, were brought to 




construction of building blocks. Likewise, the land was afflicted by the installments of 
trenches by the Bulgarian army, during the World War II. 
Regarding the identification of the ancient settlement, there is a variety of 
different ideas proposed by many scholars. Pelekidis70  reported the possibility that the 
settlement at Veria could be determined as the ancient city of Beroia, which is also 
mentioned by Thucydides71  during the military campaign of the Athenians against the 
colony of Poteidaia during the Peloponnesian War, in 432c. BC. Additionally, 
Alexander72  supported that there was a city, called Beroia, which was located on the 
east coastline of Thermaic Gulf. It was suggested that it could have been a port of 
Kassandreia as well as the area where the colonists of Brea have settled in. On the 
contrary, Edson73 strongly believed that the city Beroia, the one mentioned by 
Thucydides, was situated in Emathia, while Vartsos74supported that Beroia or Brea was 
located in Visaltia. The city Brea or Beroia has also been addressed by Theopombos, 
who places it between the cities in the north and northwest of Chalkidiki. It is important 
document of Holy Mountain75. Furthermore, Soueref76 suggests some possible 
identifications of the site such as Kombreia77, Beroia of Bottike, Antigoneia, Brea or 
Bria78.  
The excavations taking place on the site, which began in 1978, revealed 
evidence from the Classical Era including pottery fragments and coins. Some parts of 
buildings made of stone, were uncovered, but their function was impossible to be 
confirmed because of their partial destruction (fig.2). The buildings were dated back to 
the Late Hellenistic-Early Roman period, a fact indicated by the pottery and a coin 
hoard (fig.3), which was uncovered in its interior79. However, the scanty evidence of 
                                                 
70 About Pelekidis view see Pazaras-Tsanana 1990, 353, n.2. 
71            
           As far as the phrase 
   See Papazoglou 1988, 423 
city of Chalkidiki. However, she accepts the existence of a city with the same name in the western coast 
of Chalkidiki. See Papazoglou 1988, 423-424. 
72 Alexander 1962, 282-287. 
73 Edson 1955, 169 ff. 
74 Vartsos 1973, 13-16. 
75 For more bibliography about these views see Pazaras-Tsanana 1990, 353-355. 
76 Soueref 2011, 195. 
77 Maria Pappa suggested that Kombreia is probable situated at Mesimeri. See Pappa 2019, 52. More 
bibliography see n.30. 
78 About the location of Beroia in Visaltia or in Chalkidice peninsula see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 848-849. 
79 About the coin hoard and the building of Hellenistic period see Pazaras-Tsanana, 1990, 361. 
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the Classical, the Hellenistic and the Early Roman Era was not sufficient to make safe 
conclusions about the expansion of the city during these periods. 
he settlement was inhabited during the late Roman and Byzantine Period. This 
is evident from the discovered items referring to  two cemeteries, east and west of the 
toumba80.There was also evidence from public, private and religious buildings and 
other constructions, the large public81 and religious buildings, such as part of bath with 
mosaic floors82. Other buildings constructions constituted   storehouses and workshops, 
which contribute to a more complete image regarding the development of the city. In 
addition, it has been recited repeatedly in the Byzantine written sources that the 
Byzantine Castle of Veria was located on the acropolis83. 
 
3.1.2 Toumba and Trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia 
 
Type of settlement: toumba and trapeza 
Dating: Toumba: Mycenaean Era to Early Bronze Age/ Trapeza: Late Geometric Age to Roman Period 
 
Nea Kallikrateia is a known region in the modern era and it is located in 
Chalkidiki but its existence dates back to the ancient Macedonia (Map 1, 2). In 
particular, the ancient settlement was established on a toumba and a trapeza as well as 
the majority of the settlements along the area84 (fig.4, 6, 8). According to fragments of 
pottery (fig.7), research has revealed that the toumba dates back from the Mycenaean 
era to the Early Bronze age and the trapeza from the Late Geometric Age to the Roman 
period85 . However, the trapeza was demolished in 1966 because of the construction of 
modern buildings blocks while the destruction of the south side of the toumba occurred 
due to the sea waves86 (fig.5). 
                                                 
80 For more details about the graves of Roman and Christian period see Rhomiopoulou 1976, 244, 
Rhomiopoulou 1977, 204, Rhomiopoulou 1978, 236. Also, about the graves of the east cemetery see 
Pazaras-Tsanana 1991, 296-297. Furthermore, about the graves of 4thc.AD see Tavlakis-Tsanana 2005, 
269-271. 
81 About the public buildings see Tavlakis-Tsanana 2005, 272. 
82 For more details about the bath with the mosaic floors, the workshops and the storehouses see Pazaras-
Tsanana 1992, 511-518 and Tavlakis-Tsanana 2005, 270.  
83 About the acropolis and the castle of Beria see Pazaras 1996, 321-326. For more details about the 
building phases of the Castle see Pazaras 1995, 359-379. 
84 Rey 1921, 166. 
85 Grammenos 1997, 59-60. 
86 Soueref 2011, 191-192, French 1967, 22 and 62. 
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The majority of scholars support the view that this site can be identified with 
ancient Dikaia, the third Eretrian colony87. This argument is strengthened by the fact 
that coins from ancient Dikaia were uncovered in the area not only at the trenches of 
the settlement but also at the interior of the graves88 and some of them bore the 
inscription Dikaiopolitai89. Consequently, the modern scholars recognized the region 
as the ancient city Dikaia90.  According to research, Dikaia was an inhabited region 
during many eras such as in the middle of the 5th c. BC to the middle of the 4thc.BC and 
from Iron Age to Late antiquity. In reference to the research, it has been revealed that 
the city of Dikaia revolted in 432 BC and continued to pay taxes to the Athenians again 
in 429/8 BC91.  
As far as the geographical identification of the area, there are different 
arguments on the location of Kallikrateia. In fact, the modern Nea Kallikrateia is a 
region, which is situated at the beginning of Chalkidiki along the coastline side at the 
Thermaic Gulf. In addition, Dikaia is mentioned between the cities Aineia and 
Poteidaia in the Epidaurian lists of the theorodokoi. Pliny92 situates it after Therme93. 
Hammond suggested that Dikaia is placed in the region of Polichni and Stavroupoli of 
Thessalonike94.Likewise, the city was mentioned in the Athenian tribute lists of 454/3 
 429/28 BC, and paid 1-5 talanta95. In respect to the Athenian lists, some scholars have 
argued that Dikaia is possibly placed at Trilofos, Agia Paraskevi, Neo Rysio or toumba 
Gona, which is situated near the international airport of Thessaloniki96.  
                                                 
87 Tsigarida 2011, 141, Bilouka-Graekos 2009, 239-240, Bilouka-Graekos 2002, 381 and Psoma 2002b, 
80, n.20. However, Soueref believes that the region is probably identified with the Eretrian colony of 
Dikaia, in the region as Herodotus refers. 
See Soueref 2011, 192. 
88 About the coins of the excavations see Gatzolis 2010, 265-289. 
89 Bilouka-Graekos-Klanga 2005, 242. 
90 Despite the fact that Dikaia is not referred by the descriptions of Herodotus or Ps- Skylax about the 
coastline of Chalkidiki peninsula. More details about Dikaia see Flensted Jensen 2004, 826-827.  
91 Tsigarida 2011, 141-142 and Tsagari 2009, 71. 
92 ]medioque litoris flexu Thessalonice liberae condicionis (ad hanc a Dyrrhachio), 
Therme, in Thermaico sinu oppida Dicaea, Palinandrea, Scione, promunturium Canastracum, oppida 
 
93 It is complicated to situate Dikaia south of Aineia because it is not referred by Herodotus (7.123). See 
Tiverios 2008, 24. 
94 This view is suggested by Hammond due to the discovery of an ancient settlement in the area. See 
Hammond 1998, 395-398.  Nevertheless, this site is possibly one of the settlements, which were used by 
Cassander during the foundation of Thessalonike. However, Rhomiopoulou believes that the city Pyloros 
was situated in the region. See Rhomiopoulou 1989, 199. For more bibliography see Tiverios 2008, 24, 
n.103. 
95 Flensted-Jensen 2004, 827. 
96 Zahrnt 1971, 181. In particular, about the situation of Dikaia at the sites of Agia Paraskevi see 
Sismanidis 1998, 34. In addition, the discovery of an inscription at Agia Paraskevi was strengthened the 
previous view. See Voutiras-Sismanidis 2007, 253-274. As far as the situation of the city at toumba Gona 
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As far as the excavation of the settlement in Nea Kallikrateia is concerned, a 
variety of archaeological remains have been brought to light. In particular, some parts 
of the ancient city, such as parts of the its fortification, private and public buildings 
(fig.9), revealed that the city dates from the middle of the 5th c. BC to the middle of the 
4thc. BC97. Another notable discovery is the variety of graves discovered which date 
from Iron Age to Late antiquity98 (fig.10). The types of the graves are pit graves, tile 
graves, built cist graves, sarcophagi and jar burials99. Some remains of the funeral pyres 
have been discovered as well (fig.11-15). 
 Finally, it is significant to mention that a grave stele with a girl holding a dove 
to her left hand was revealed in that region (fig.16). The stele, which is made from 
parian marble, has been characterized as a masterpiece of classical art100. The motif of 
the funerary stele is familiar to the other stelai of the 5th BC and nowadays it is exhibited 
in the Archaeological Museum of Thessaloniki101. 
 A notable inscription was discovered in the area dated in the first half of the 
4thc. BC during the reign of Perdiccas III. It contains the reconciliation agreement 
between two opponent political factions. Moreover, there are details about the ancient 
agora of the city as well as at least three sanctuaries, one of which dedicated to Athena. 
Additionally, it seems that the patron deity of the city was Apollo102. 
 
3.1.3 Toumba Velona of Nea Herakleia /Epanomi B 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Early Iron Age to Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic period 
 
The site is situated in a region between Nea Herakleia and Nea Kallikrateia 
(Map 1, 2). Despite the fact that the site is called toumba, frankly, it is a trapeza (fig.17). 
More specifically, it is placed 500 m. off the beach and 2 km southeast off Nea 
Herakleia along the country road, which leads to Nea Kallikrateia. There is, also, the 
                                                 
see Vokotopoulou 2001, 745-746. Finally, there is the opinion that ancient Dikaia could be situated at 
Sedes (modern Therme). About the last view see Tiverios 2008, 25, n.106 and 107. 
97 Bilouka-Graekos 2009, 240-243. 
98 About the excavation of the cemetery see Bilouka-Graekos 2009, 243-247, Bilouka-Graekos-Klanga 
2004, 105-114, Bilouka-Graekos 2001, 279-288,  Bilouka-Vasileiou-Graekos 2000, 301-302. 
99 More details about the type of the graves and the offerings see Bilouka-Graekos-Klanga 2005, 239-
248. 
100 For more details about the funerary stele see  6876 Despinis et al. 1997, 23-24. 
101 Vokotopoulou 1996, 29. 
102 For the inscription see Voutiras-Sismanidis 2002, 253-274. 
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Koutroremma stream, which is 350 m. east off the site. What is interesting about 
toumba 
personal name in the area103. The ancient settlement was founded on a trapeza, some 
parts of which were destroyed by the construction of modern houses and green houses. 
It is essential to underline the fact that only surface investigations were conducted in 
the area. However, research has been able to assess pottery fragments and reach the 
conclusion that the site was inhabited in the Early Iron Age to the Archaic, the Classical 
and the Hellenistic period104. 
 As far as the identification of the settlement is concerned, there are scanty 
evidence so as to lead the scholars to a convincing conclusion. However, some scholars 
have referred to the identification of the site. Namely, Soueref advocates that the site 
can probably be identified with Gigonos105, while Zahrnt locates the city somewhere at 
Epanomi106. Finally, Apostolou proposes that Lipaxos107, the first city mentioned by 
Herodotus, could have been situated between Nea Kallikrateia and Nea Herakleia, at 
toumba Velona108. 
 
3.2 Municipality of Thermaikos - County of Thessaloniki. 
 
3.2.1 Misotoumba of Epanomi/Epanomi C 
 
Type of settlement: toumba  
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic and Classical Period 
 
One noteworthy site in Chalkidiki, is the Misotoumba of Epanomi109 (Map 1, 
2). Information regarding the geographical details of the site should also be mentioned.  
The toumba is situated in a region which is known as Amphithea or Ntouraki. It is 
located at the southeastern coastline, in about 10 km south of Epanomi and 2 km 
northwest of Nea Herakleia110. Another interesting fact is the name of Misotoumba 
 of the sea. 
                                                 
103 Pazaras 1974, 270-273. 
104 Soueref 2011, 189-190. 
105Soueref 2011, 190. For more details about Gigonos see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 828. 
106 About the views see Tsigarida 2011, 141, n.18. In particular, about Zahrnt see Zahrnt 1971, 179, about 
Tiverios see Tiverios 2008, 33. 
107 For more details about Lipaxos see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 831. 
108 Apostolou 2019, 43. Tiverios suggests the location of Lipaxos at Nea Moudania. See Tiverios 2008, 
33. 
109 Pazaras 1974, 270. 
110 Soueref 2011, 62. 
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Consequently, Misotoumba conveys the meaning of half toumba (fig.18, 19, 25). 
According to pottery fragments that have been discovered, the time frame of this 
ancient settlement can be placed from the Early Iron Age to the Classical period111.  
As far as the identification of the settlement is concerned, various views have 
been reported by a number of scholars. For instance, Zahrnt, Tiverios and Winter 
propose the identification of the site with Gigonos112, while Apostolou claims that it 
could be identified with the ancient city Kombreia113. Finally, Soueref believes that 
Misotoumba can probably be identified with Kampsa114.  
First of all it is necessary to underline that only surface investigations were 
conducted in the area of the ancient settlement115. On the contrary, excavations were 
conducted at the burial area of the site116. Despite the excavations, the boundaries of 
the ancient cemetery remain undetermined117. More specifically, the first rescue 
excavations took place in 1986 in a field 500m. off Misotoumba, which belonged to the 
ancient cemetery of the city. In particular, a rescue excavation was carried out due to 
the construction of buildings foundations aiming to the establishment of new local 
housing. During the construction, some ancient graves were brought to light and, as a 
consequence, the process came to a halt allowing the excavations to initiate118.  
What is more, it is noteworthy to mention that trial trenches were carried out in 
1992 at a field in the wide area, whereas rescue excavations were conducted at nearby 
fields as well on account of the construction of rural houses in the region during the 
years of 1995 and 1997119.  Moreover, these excavations resulted in the uncovering of 
ancient graves, which are dated from the late archaic era to the classical period.  
 Through the course of the investigation in the cemetery, eleven graves were 
excavated. More specifically, six of them were distinguished as cist graves, two were 
simple pit graves and the last three were sarcophagi (fig.20). Researchers reckon that 
they belonged to a wide age range, from children to adults. There was a variety of 
                                                 
111 Pazaras 1974, 270. 
112 Zahrnt 1971, 179, Tiverios 2008, 33 and Winter 2006, 96. About Gigonos see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 
828. 
113 Apostolou 2019, 43 and 47.  Tiverios proposes that Kombreia was probably placed at the area of Nea 
Plagia. About Kombreia see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 830. 
114 Soueref 2011, 62. More details about the ancient city Kampsa see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 829. 
115 Soueref 2011, 62. 
116 Avloniti-Tsimbidou 1986, 138. 
117 Soueref 2011, 62. 
118 Avloniti-Tsimbidou 1989, 320-328. 
119 About the excavations of 1995 see Bilouka 1995, 468. Also, more details about the excavations of 
1997 see Bilouka 1997, 645 and finally about the trial trenches of 1992 see Kousoulakou 1992, 378. 
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offerings and gifts found in the interior of the graves such as pottery, terracotta 
figurines, silver and bronze jewelry (earrings with double silver hoops, fibulae, rings, 
bracelets, pendants) (fig.21-23)120. 
 In addition, what is interesting about the archaic and classical cemetery of the 
ancient settlement is a specific cist grave, which was exceptionally affluent and the 
included offerings were remarkable. More precisely, the grave contained a gold 
mouthpiece, two silver earrings, one silver sheet with stamped decoration, two bronze 
fibulae, one head of a silver fibula, two bronze and two silver bracelets, one bronze 
pendant, two amphiconical bronze and one amber bead and finally two bronze hoops121. 
 Finally, it is essential to underline that in two of the sarcophagi graves, some 
lavish offerings were discovered. Additional items that were found included various 
types of vessels, one gold lozenge shaped mouthpiece, a gold sheet and two bronze 
bracelets (fig.24). Considering the contents of the graves, it is supposed that they are 
dated to the late archaic and classical era as well as the rest of the uncovered graves122.  
 
3.2.2 Mesimeriatiki Toumba/Toumba of Mesimeri /Toumba 
Kritsanon/Kritsana  
 
Type of settlement: toumba 
Dating: Late Neolithic Era,, Early Iron Age, Archaic and Classical Period. 
 
Another region located in Chalkidiki was Mesimeriatiki toumba or toumba of 
Mesimeri or toumba Kritsanon or Kritsana. The site of Mesimeriatiki toumba is located 
east of the Cape of Epanomi along the southwestern coastline of Chalkidiki (Map 1, 2). 
In particular, the site is situated 6,5 km southwestern of Epanomi and 2,5 km of the 
toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi on the edge of a small cape, which defines 
the limits of the Gulf of Epanomi (fig.26). Moreover, there is a stream northeast of the 
toumba, which flows into the sea123. Another indicated advantage is its location near 
the sea, its overview of the whole area and its height (fig.28). As far as the time-period 
is concerned, according to pottery fragments that have been found in the wider area of 
the toumba, the site was inhabited from the Late Neolithic to Early Bronze to Classical 
                                                 
120 One cist grave of child contained terracotta figurines of an enthroned woman, a dove and a turtle. 
Also, one other pit grave of a child contained a terracotta figurine of a Pan. Tsimbidou-Avloniti 1986, 
138.  
121 For more details about this grave see Papa 2019, 47, and fig.6 and 7 p. 46.Bilouka 1995, 468. 
122 Bilouka 1997, 645 and fig.237 a-b. 
123 Grammenos 1991, 105, Soueref 2006, 64,  
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Era124. Nowadays, the toumba of Kritsana or Mesimeriatiki has been greatly affected 
by both natural and human activities. As a result of the erosion, the continuous 
cultivation around the site, the construction of buildings to the south and west side of it 
(pool, houses etc.)125, the area has suffered many alterations.  
What is unusual about the toumba is its name. The locals called it 
because the site was situated in a farming area, which belonged to the 
bordering village of Mesimeri during the Turkish occupation. Despite the local name 
 connection with the 
neighboring metochi of Kritziana126 (fig.27), which is 4 km north from the site127. 
However, Heurtley wrongly concluded that the site he researched was Kritziana 
whereas, based on a British Army Map, the site was, in fact, Mesimeriatiki. 
. Regarding the 
identification of the site, there are not views according to which Mesimeriatiki toumba 
of Kritsanon is identified with an ancient city. Apostolou suggests that Aisa was likely 
placed there128. 
At this point, it is of utmost importance to mention the fact that both surface 
investigations and excavations on the toumba, have been conducted by Heurtley in 
1929129. Taking the evidence of the investigation into account, it seems that there were 
six building phases, which were dated between the Late Neolithic and Early Bronze 
period130. It was estimated that there were no more than twelve houses in the 
settlement131. As far as the construction of them is concerned, they had foundations 
made of stone without plaster, their floor was made from clay, their walls were 
constructed by clay and wood and finally their roofs consisted of reeds and mud132. 
Lastly, oral testimonies speculate the possibility that the people stored 
ammunition northwestern of the toumba during the war133. Consequently, the testimony 
                                                 
124 For more details about the pottery see Grammenos 1991, 134. 
125 About the destruction of the site owing to natural and human activities see Soueref 2006, 64 and 
Zapheiriadis 2008, 49-50. 
126 For more details about metochi of Kritziana see Pazaras 2019, 69, n.5 with all the previous 
bibliography. 
127 About the names of the site see Pazaras 1974, 270 with all the previous bibliography. 
128 Apostolou 2019, 48. About Aisa see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 828-829. 
129 As far as the publication of Heurtley see Soueref 2006, 64 with all the previous bibliography. 
130 From the early Neolithic Era there are not specific evidence, but it is not clear if these evidence 
belonged to Neolithic or Early Bronze Era, see Grammenos 1991, 36. 
131 Grammenos 1991, 36. 
132 About the construction of the houses see Zapheiriadis 2008, 50, Soueref 2006, 64 and Grammenos 
1991, 36 with the previous and recent bibliography. 
133 Soueref 2006, 64. 
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of a local farmer affirms that it was used in order to send messaged by fire and smoke, 
when the enemies arrived aiming to invade the shores of the Thermaic Gulf.  
 
3.2.3 Toumba and Trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi/Toumba of 
Metochi Kritsana/ Epanomi A. 
 
Type of settlement: toumba and trapeza 
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic and Classical Period 
 
The site is located in a region which is known as Paralia Potamos of Epanomi. 
In fact, it is situated 5 km northeastern from Epanomi and just 250 m. off the coast 
(Map 1, 2). The ancient settlement was established on a toumba and on a trapeza, which 
positioned next to each other134 (fig.29). Particularly, the toumba can be found at the 
south side of the site and the trapeza at the north, respectively (fig.30-32). As Heurtley 
reports, both toumba and the names are associated with the homonymous 
Metochi135 (fig.27) due to the fact that they are included inside the boundaries of the 
specific area. Moreover, as far as the dating of the settlement is concerned, according 
to pottery sherds (fig.33), it is dated in Early Iron Age, Archaic and Classical Period136. 
As far as the identification of the site is concerned, different views have been 
presented by many scholars. First of all, Tiverios advocates the possibility of the ancient 
settlement Skapsa or Kampsa137 being located on the archaeological site of the trapeza 
and the toumba of Kritziana at the south coast of Epanomi138. In addition, Soueref 
recommends that the settlement can be possibly identified with Smila139. On the 
contrary, Tiverios underlines that Smila is situated on a region which is known as 
140. What is more, Apostolou proposes that the site could be 
identified with Gigonos141. Nevertheless, Tiverios believes that Gigonos is possibly 
located on the well-known Misotoumba of Nea Herakleia142. 
                                                 
134 Soueref 2011, 60. 
135 Pazaras 1974, 270 and Pappa 2019, 24 and 32. 
136 Grammenos et al. 1997, 20. Furthermore, it necessary to notice that pottery fragments from the Late 
Mycenaean era were uncovered to the area, see Pazaras 1974, 270, n.25 with all the previous 
bibliography. 
137 About Skapsa or Kampsa see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 829. 
138 Tiverios 2008, 33. 
139 Soueref 2011, 60. About Smila see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 843. 
140 Tiverios 2008, 33.  
141 Apostolou 2019, 51.  
142 For more bibliography about the location of Gigonos at the site of Misotoumba see above p.14-16. 
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It is essential to highlight the fact that only surface investigations have been 
conducted on the archaeological site143. Taking into account the results of these surveys, 
it is assumed that the during the course of time there was continuous inhabitation on 
the site144. In particular, it seems that inhabitation was initiated on the toumba (fig.34, 
35) during the Early Iron Age as well as the majority of the prehistoric settlements. 
Then, the locals relocated from the toumba to the trapeza during the Archaic and 
Classical Period145. Furthermore, the settlement was probably expanded between the 
toumba and the trapeza as pottery fragments have confirmed146. Finally, it is necessary 
to mention that surface pottery of Archaic and Classical Era was collected from the 
north of the trapeza nsion 
during those periods147. 
 
3.2.4 Toumba of Agios Konstantinos of Mesimeri/Mesimeri B 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic Period 
 
The site of Mesimeri toumba of Agios Konstantinos is situated in a village, 
known until today as Mesimeri and found approximately 10 km east of Epanomi (Map 
1). trapeza (fig.36). The 
site is located west of the neighboring toumba Kotzia of Mesimeri148, which is dated in 
Late Neolithic to Early Bronze Age, while there is a local stream near the site. 
Moreover, according to pottery fragments, the settlement can be dated back in the Early 
Iron Age, the Archaic, the Classical and the Hellenistic Period149.  
It is important to mention a major drawback which is the lack of evidence, yet 
a few scholars have indeed shed light into the identification of the settlement. More 
specifically, Tiverios and Apostolou stated the possibility that either Tinde150 or 
Kithas/Skithai151 were established within the territory of Mesimeri152. Apostolou 
                                                 
143Grammenos et al. 1997, 20. 
144 Pappa 2019, 33 and Apostolou 2019, 51. 
145 Pappa 2019, 33. 
146 Apostolou 2019, 51. 
147 Soueref 2011, 60. 
148 Regarding the prehistoric site of toumba Kotzia see Soueref 2011, 99, Kefalidou 2012, 420-422 and 
the notes 20-26 with all the previous bibliography. 
149 Soueref 2011, 97. 
150 About the ancient city Tinde see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 846-847. 
151 About the ancient city Kithas/Skithai see Flensted-Jensen 2004, 830. 
152 Tiverios 2008, 33 and Apostolou 2019, 49. 
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underlines that these two cities, Tinde and Kithas, were located within the land of 
Crousis far away from the sea153. Unfortunately, the ancient identification remains 
unknown due to the lack of inscriptions.  
What is more, it should be mentioned that only surface investigations have been 
conducted on the ancient settlement154. However, a number of graves was uncovered at 
the wider territory of the site which are dated back to the Late Archaic onwards155. 
Further, it is important to study the discovery of the Classical and Hellenistic cemetery 
and, more specifically, the Macedonian tombs associated to the 4th and 2nd c. BC156. 
More precisely, a large funerary tumulus was found, which was placed to the west bank 
of the small stream near the bridge of the village. In fact, the tumulus covered three 
Macedonian graves, which were systematically excavated during different decades157. 
The first tomb that was excavated was in summer of 1950 by Makaronas158, but 
it was looted (fig.37). The monument is a typical example of one-chamber tomb and 
according to pottery it is dated back to the second half of 2nd c. BC. It consists of a 
burial chamber and the access to the interior of the tomb was through a doorway. The 
 
The second tomb that was discovered, was near the previously mentioned tomb 
(fig.38). The tomb is a type of one-chamber tomb with a gabled roof159. It was 
concluded that the interior of the tomb was covered by a red plaster because some of 
its remains were revealed. Despite the fact that it was also looted, only some Hellenistic 
pottery fragments were uncovered at its interior. Consequently, it is assumed that it was 
constructed in the Hellenistic period.  
Lastly, the third tomb is a two-chamber tomb160, which was systematically 
excavated under the direction of Besios in 1982. It was originally covered by the same 
earth tumulus as the other two tombs. It is important to underline that this tomb proved 
e but 
                                                 
153 Apostolou 2019, 49. 
154 Soueref 2011, 97. 
155 For more bibliography about the graves see Kefalidou 2012, 422, note 27 and Grammenos 1983, 271. 
156 About the macedonian tombs of Mesimeri see Apostolou 2019, 49, note 27 with more bibliography. 
Also, see Kefalidou 2012, 416, note 7 with more bibliography. 
157 Kefalidou 2012, 416. 
158 Makaronas 1953, 621-622. 
159 About the Macedonian tomb with the gabled roof see Apostolou 2019, 49 and Rhomiopoulou 1973-
1974, 697. 
160 Apostolou 2019, 49. 
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More precisely, the interior of the tomb was covered by colorful plaster, and 
particularly, there were some painted architectural parts, too. The lower parts of its 
decoration, such as orthostates and toichobatae were painted blue, while the roof was 
white and the middle space between the roof and the toichobatae were red161. 
Focusing on the decoration of the two chambers, what captures the attention is 
the variety of ornamental elements. In particular, a painted ionic cymatium is placed at 
acrokeramoi above the 
cymatium, whereas there were possibly dentils below it. Regarding the decoration of 
the main chambe
specifically, its distinctive interior decoration consists of a gilded relief ionic cymatium 
and dentils below it as well.  
Despite the fact that the tomb was plundered, some of its contents remained 
intact. A few examples included a gilded bust of a satyr as decorative element of a 
vessel, some remains from at least four bronze gilded wreaths, a few clay gilded beads, 
a part of an iron sword, a small number of iron nails and, finally, parts of various types 
of bronze, clay and silver vessels162. Moreover, it is significant to mention that there 
was a funerary couch at the interior of the main chamber. Notwithstanding the plunder 
that nearly destroyed it, some parts of its decoration were uncovered163. 
 
3.2.5 Palioura of Epanomi 
 
Type of settlement: unknown 
Dating: Hellenistic, Roman, Byzantine Period. 
 
The site is placed at Pyrgos, in the coastal area of Palioura of Epanomi, that lies 
5,2 km south of Nea Michaniona and 6,5 km northwest of Epanomi, close to a cape 
(Map 1, 3). However, the type of the settlement has not been identified, for the reason 
that core had not yet been discovered. According to some building remains and the 
pottery fragments, it seems that this site flourished in the Hellenistic, the Roman and 
the Byzantine Period164. 
Regarding the archaeological survey in the area, some rescue excavations and 
surface investigation were crucial to be carried out at the area of Pyrgos in 2014-2015, 
                                                 
161 Vokotopoulou 1982, 284. 
162 For more bibliography about the tomb see Kefalidou 2012, 416, note 7. 
163 Vokotopoulou 1982, 284. 
164 Apostolou 2019, 52. 
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during the construction of a water pipe165 (fig.39). Some building remains and sherds 
of black and red figured pottery were brought to light as indication of the existence of 
an ancient city. Moreover, a pottery kiln (fig.40), an oil press (fig.41) and some garum 
tanks (fig.42) were uncovered as well166.  
Furthermore, a few meters southeast of the pottery kiln, the oil press and the 
garum tank, a winery was unearthed very close to the coast. Despite the fact that the 
wine-presses were nonexistent, the square tanks covered by hydraulic plaster, in which 
the must flowed from marble gutters after the wine pressing, were discovered167 
(fig.43).  Taking into consideration the shift of the coastline, it is likely that a part of 
the settlement was eroded by the sea. According to Vouvalidis, Siridis and Albanakis 
the sea was displaced by 1 km, a familiar phenomenon at the area of Aineia (Nea 
Michaniona) as well168.  Finally, part of the Roman cemetery of the settlement was 
revealed a few meters south from the garum tanks. A small number of tile-covered 
graves, cists graves and pit graves were uncovered in the vicinity of the settlement. 
In the attempt to identify the settlement, only few speculative views have been 
proposed by scholars. Apostolou supports that the site can be identified with Kampsa, 
the colony of Mende. She claims that this identification could be related to the coins 
that the city struck in antiquity, which depicted the same obverse with the coins of 
Mende169. Despite the fact that no coins of Kampsa have been found at Palioura, one 
other factor is the existence of the winery workshop in the area. Taking into 
consideration that Kampsa was a wine-producing city, it is likely that it could have been 
located there170. On the other hand, Tiverios is of the opinion that Smila was situated at 
the area of Pyrgos of Epanomi and the city Kampsa was placed at Mesimeriatiki toumba 
of Kritziana171. Besides, it is not a coincide  
continuous to exist until today in the area as the name of a modern small settlement 
lying 4,6 km from Nea Michaniona and 1 km north from Palioura of Epanomi. 
Additionally, pottery fragments of the historical period and some Roman graves were 
revealed in the area of Smila172. 
                                                 
165 Apostolou 2015. 
166 Apostolou 2019, 54-58 and 61. 
167 Wine-presses were uncovered in Veria too. See Pazaras-Tsanana 1990, 358. 
168 Vouvalidis-Siridis-Albanakis 2003, 320. 
169 Obv: ithyphallic ass and kylix, Rev: mill-sail pattern with the inscription KA. See Gaebler 1935, 66-
67 and Flensted-Jensen 2004, 829. 
170 Apostolou 2019, 58-59. 
171 Tiverios 2008, 33. 
172 Apostolou 2019, 61. 
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3.2.6 Toumba Tambia of Nea Michaniona/Megalo Karaburun/ 
Megalo Karaburnu/Koum Kale 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical, Hellenistic and Roman Period. 
  
The well-known toumba Tambia, which is also known to the bibliography as 
Megalo Karaburnu or Megalo Karampouroun or Koum Kale, is located on the coast at 
the Cape of Touzla (fig.45) at the area of Cape Megalo Emvolo or Karaburnu, which is 
2,5 km northwest from modern Nea Michaniona173 (fig.,46-50a-e) (Map 1, 3). Taking 
into consideration the proximity of the site to the sea, its location at the beginning of 
Thermaic Gulf on the opposite coast of Pieria, the overview of the whole area and the 
Mount Olympus, it is clear that the site was important because of its privileged 
location174 (fig.44). During the Turkish Occupation, a part of toumba Tambia was used 
in order to construct 
175. In recent years, remains of these forts were uncovered at the 
northwest side of the site176 as a reminder of the historical past of the region (fig.51a-
e). Nowadays, the region belongs to the Greek Navy177. 
According to the scholars and the archaeological findings, the site can be 
identified as the ancient city Aineia. The city has been acknowledged by various notable 
ancient Greek authors .In particular, Herodotus178 notices that Aineia was a city that 
was located at the north side of Chalkidiki and particularly at the beginning of Thermaic 
Gulf near Therme and there were the estuaries of river Axios at the north coastline of 
Thermaic Gulf. Furthermore, Livy179 reported that the ancient city is situated opposite 
to Pydna and that the distance between Thessaloniki and Aineia is fifteen roman miles; 
in other words 33 km from the center of Thessaloniki, which is the real distance. 
                                                 
173 Pazaras 1974, 269-270. 
174 Soueref 2011, 104-105. Also, about the location of the site see Soueref 2002, 658-667. 
175 Rey 1921, 162. 
176 Soueref 2011, 105 and Vokotopoulou 1990, 13 and n.1. 
177 Tsigarida 1994, 217 and Vokotopoulou 1990, 112. 
178 About the reference of Herodotus see above not 6. Furthermore, it is crucial to mention that in these 
texts Herodotus characterizes the city Aineia as polis both in the urban and the political sense. 
179 revocatis igitur in naves militibus omissaque Thessalonicae oppugnatione 
Aeniam inde petunt. quindecim milia passuum ea urbs abest, adversus Pydnam posita, fertilis agro  
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Literary sources leave no doubt that this city is Aineia. Ps.-Scylax 66180 characterizes 
it as a Greek city between Cape Pallene and Therme181.  
Moreover, the previous suggestion that this site can be identified as Aineia is 
strengthened by the fact that coins from the ancient city were uncovered during the 
excavations. The coin-types of Aineia depict Aeneas, the mythical founder of the city, 
which is one of the most notable depictions of all archaic coin-types. Considering the 
coins there is the escape of Aeneas with his family from Troy; carrying Anchises, his 
father, on his shoulders. On the other side is Kreousa182, his wife, who carries a young 
girl on her shoulders183.In closer observation there is an incuse square. Likewise, 
various coin-types of the city, which depict Aeneas with Phrygian or Corinthian helmet 
or Athena or a cow were revealed too. It significant to underline the fact that both the 
coin-types with the escape of Aeneas and the cow are related with the myth of Aineia184 
(fig.52a-b). 
It is significant to refer on some details considering the myth of Aeneas, the 
legendary hero of Trojan War. According to the ancient authors, he was the son of 
Aphrodite and Anchises. When the Greeks occupied Troy, Aeneas decided to abandon 
his homeland in order to escape to the West (in Latio). He took his elder father to his 
shoulders and he began his trip with his family. During the trip, Anchises did not endure 
the hardship and as a result, he died. Then Aeneas buried his father at the area where 
he left his last  and but a temple. The temple was 
dedicated to his mother Aphrodite. According to the myth, a cow led Aeneas to the 
place where the city was established185.  
Regarding the religion of the inhabitants of Aineia, it seems that they 
worshipped the goddess Aphrodite. They also worshipped Aeneas as the founder of 
their city from the archaic to Hellenistic period. According to available written sources 
it is obvious that the only place where Aphrodite was worshipped was the city Aineia 
                                                 
180 Voutiras 1999, 1331, n.13. 
181 The greekness of Aineia is boosted by its early coinage, which began at the early 6th c. BC. See more 
details at Hammond 1972, 186-187. 
182 Voutiras 1999, 1332, n.16 
183 About the coins with the escape of Aeneas from the Troy see Kraay 1976, 134-136 and plate 26 fig. 
469. 
184 For more details and bibliography about the coins of Aineia see Kraay 1976, 134, Flensted-Jensen 
2004, 822, Tsagari 2009, 71 and 80-81 and Tselekas 2011, 215. 
185 Kakridis 1986, 331-332 and Manoledakis 2017a, 92-95.  
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since archaic period. The cult of Aeneas was continued to exist at Aineia until 
Hellenistic era186 .  
As it had been aforementioned, one of the main cults of the city was Aphrodite. 
Thessaloniki at the intersection of the streets Krystalli and Dioikitiriou (fig.55). It seems 
that they belonged to an ionic temple, which was dated back to the late 6thc. BC, a 
discovery of significant importance during this time frame in the area of Thermaic Gulf. 
Due to the existence of some marks (symbols and letters) on the surface of the 
architectural members, the scholars came to the conclusion that the temple was 
originally situated elsewhere and during the 1stc. AD and it was taken apart, transported 
and reassembled near the Roman Agora of Thessaloniki187.  
The temple was constructed from thassian marble and consisted of spolia from 
at least two elder buildings. Despite the fact that it was placed on a roman foundation, 
it had a lot of archaic features of ionic order such as its capitals and its columns188 
(fig.57-60).  As far as its plan, it was possibly that it was hexastyle peripteral in antis 
or double in antis189 (fig.56). Moreover, at the interior of the temple statues of the 
imperial period were unearthed such as the goddess Roma and a headless male statue 
in Zeus Aegis-bearer type 190 (fig.61, 62, 64). 
Regarding the original location and the dedication of the temple, there is a 
variety of contradictory views. Bakalakis was of the opinion that the original location 
of the temple was ancient Therme in the area of Thessaloniki and it was dedicated to 
Dionisos191. On the contrary, Voutiras claimed that the original location of the temple 
was ancient Aineia (modern Nea Michaniona) as a temple dedicated to Aphrodite. It 
was probable that the citizens of Aineia transferred their temple to Thessaloniki in order 
to pacify Octavian Augustus, because they had empowered Antony, his political rival, 
of Augustus, during the civil war. What is more, an inscription from Thessaloniki 
mentioned that the temple was dedicated to Julius Caesar. It was probable that he 
                                                 
186 See above p.1 note 4. Also, about the temple see Tiverios 2008, 31.   
187 Karadedos 2006, 320. About the wandering temples see Karadedos 2006, n.6. 
188 About the temple of Aphrodite Aeneias in Karaburnu see Tiverios 1998, 223-231. About the origin 
of the marble of the temple see Tiverios 1998, n.4. Also see Karadedos 2006, 326-327. 
189 Regarding the peripteral temples see Schmidt-Douna 2002, 468-469. About the architectural remains 
and the findings of the temple see Karadedos 2006, 322-325. 
190 About the imperial worship and the statues of the temple see Voutiras, 1999, 1338-1341, Stefanidou-
Tiveriou 2009, 624-625 and Stefanidou-Tiveriou 2012, 274-282. 
191 Bakalakis 1983, 33-34 and Voutiras 1999, 1336, n.34. 
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worshipped together with his mythical ancestor Aphrodite at a synnaos192. Finally, the 
discovery of imperial statues, led to the conclusion that the temple was dedicated to the 
imperial worship193. Nowadays, the architectural remains of the temple and the statues 
as well are exhibited in Archaeological Museum of Thessaloniki194 (fig.63).  
Furthermore, during the 5th century BC, the city was a member of the first 
Athenian League and paid a tribute of three talents in order to contain its economic 
success195. It is important to mention that the toponym of the city is  or  
while the ethnic of the city is  or  or 196. The city is also 
included both in the Epidaurian lists of theorodokoi in 360/59 c. BC and in the Delphian 
lists of theorodokoi after the inclusion of Aineians in Thessaloniki. 
In the 4th c. BC, Aineia was a member of the Chalkidian League and in 349/348 
BC came under the control of Macedonians. In the Hellenistic period, the Aineians 
participated at the synoikismos of Thessaloniki along with twenty five other settlements 
without completely abandon their city197. 
As far as the history of excavations at the area is concerned, both rescue 
investigations and some trial trenches have been conducted. From 1979 to 1982, rescue 
excavations took place at the cemetery, three of the burial mounds under the direction 
of Ioulia Vokotopoulou due to the construction of a water tank. During the construction 
of the tank, many ancient graves were brought to light and as a result the works were 
hindered and the excavations began198.  In 1994, an excavation by the 16th Ephorate of 
Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities was conducted in a part of a cemetery, which was 
located at the northwest side of the toumba. Both excavations provide us with 
significant information about the history of the city and the burial customs of the 
different social castes of inhabitants before and after the synoikismos of Thessaloniki 
                                                 
192 It was possible that Julius Caesar was worshipped such as synnaos god with his mythical ancestor 
Aphrodite. About the worship of Julius Caesar with Aphrodite see Voutiras 1999, 1340 and Karadedos 
2006a, 321. 
193 About the imperial worship and the statues of the temple see Voutiras, 1999, 1338-1341, Stefanidou-
Tiveriou 2009, 624-625 and Stefanidou-Tiveriou 2012, 274-282. 
194 Karadedos 2006b, 333-339.  
195 Hammond 1972,187, Tiverios 2008, 30-31 and Flensted-Jensen 2004, 822. 
196 The reference of the ethinc-city and the toponym is also mentioned by Dion. Hal. Rom. Arch. (I,49.4) 
See above note 4 p.1.Also see Flensted-Jensen, 822-823. 
197 Strabo (7.21) and Dion. Hal. (I      , 
    ,          [ ]. 
Also, see Vokotopoulou 1990, 113. 
198 Vokotopoulou 1990, 14 and Tsigarida 1994, 217. 
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by Cassander199. Moreover, two trial trenches were dug in the area situated by the city 
in order to date the earlier phases of habitation and the abandonment of it200 (fig.53). 
Regarding the excavations in the area of the ancient city201 were brief. In fact, 
two trial trenches were dug in the area situated at the ancient city. Notably, a part of a 
building of the late 4th- early 3rdc. BC was uncovered. The building was a simple 
construction made from stones. The findings of the building were pottery and other 
objects, which date back from archaic to Hellenistic era. Among the remains, it was 
discovered both local and imported pottery from Attica and Corinth and one bronze 
coin of Alexander III (fig.54a-b). Nevertheless, we can ascertain that the residents of 
Aineia participated in the synoikismos of Thessaloniki but they did not completely 
abandon their city202. It is significant to mention that the findings of the building give 
us important information about the city. The earlier phases of the settlement have not 
been found yet, while the later phases of it date back to the 4th century BC to early 3rd 
century BC. The latter is crucial because it coincides with the settlement of Thessaloniki 
by Cassander. 
According to the archaeological remains, the cemetery was located beyond the 
limits of the ancient city at the northwestern side of the area, whereas the burial tombs 
were located at the east side (fig.53). The excavations at the cemetery revealed twenty 
graves, which are dated to the second half of the 4th century BC203. In particular, twenty 
graves, which some of them are a type of cist graves, some other of sarcophagi and 
others of pit graves (fig.77). Furthermore, apart from the graves of the second half of 
4thc.BC, a rich grave of the early 5th c. BC was brought to light at the same area too.  
The grave was a type of sarcophagus (fig.65) and it seems that it belonged to a rich 
woman of upper social status. The deceased was accompanied to the Under World with 
many valuable offerings, bronze and silver jewelry, beads, earrings bracelets and 
pottery (ampullae and alabasters from clay) and black-figured lekythos204. 
 Regarding the classical cemetery with the three burial mounds, it was located in 
an area known as Toumbes205 (fig.66). Despite the fact that tumulus C 206was the last 
                                                 
199 Tsigarida-Bilouka 1999, 451. 
200 Tsigarida 1994, 217-219. 
201 Tsigarida 1994, 219 with all the previous bibliography. 
202 Vokotopoulou 1990, 113.  
203 Tsigarida 1994, 217-222. 
204 Tsigarida 1994, 218-219 and Tsigarida 2011, 141.  
205 Vokotopoulou 1990, 78. 
206 Vokotopoulou 1990, 86. 
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one that was excavated, it seems that it is earlier than the others are considering some 
pottery fragments, which reveal that it was dated at the first half of 4thc.BC207. Taking 
into account the archaeological finds of the excavations, these mounds included graves, 
which date back to the middle of the 4th century BC. In particular, the tumulus A 
covered three cist graves and one of which was plundered208. The tumulus B209 covered 
its burial pyre and only one cist grave, which was looted (fig.67, 68). According to the 
remains, it was dated in the third quarter of 4th c. BC. The tumuli covered simple pits 
or cists that contained cremated bones in larnakes or vessels. Some of the graves were 
found destroyed without valuable objects because of the extensive looting activity in 
the area210.  These discoveries are important as they provide a complete image about 
the type of graves, the findings and the burial customs in Aineia and Macedonia in 
general211.  Finally, as far as the tumulus C is concerned, it seems that it was created in 
order to cover only pit graves but the majority of them were looted. As mentioned 
above, it was dated during the first half of 4thc.BC.  The construction of burial mounds 
is an expensive and a time-consuming process indicating that they were intended to 
cover the burials of prominent personages of antiquity.212. In the case of Aineia, the 
tumuli A and B from the cemetery, belonged to Macedonians of the upper social status 
who managed the city and not to native Aineians (fig.72, 73, 76, 78). It seems that they 
might have been designated there by Philip II. There are many similarities in the 
construction of the mounds, the burial customs and the offerings in the graves with the 
other tombs of central and west Macedonia213.  
A typical example of this is the tomb II214, a cist grave located in tumulus B, 
which is the most crucial and interesting tomb in the cemetery (fig.69, 70). It stands out 
found unplundered (fig.71a-b,74, 75). A variety of objects are depicted hanging from 
the walls such as a bronze mirror, a dove, a wreath, two colorful bands, a gold chest a 
marble alabastron and a bust of Aphrodite. The tomb belonged to a young woman and 
                                                 
207 Vokotopoulou 1990, 93. 
208 Panti 2012, 470. 
209 Vokotopoulou 1990, 78. 
210Vokotopoulou 1990, 13-14. 
211 Vokotopoulou 1990, 14. 
212 The cist-graves are rectangular constructions, which are made from stones. About the cist graves see 
Noulas 1998, 26-33. Also, about the construction of the burial tombs see Noulas 1998, 72-74. About the 
construction of burial tombs from Aineia see Vokotopoulou 1990, 15-16.  
213 Vokotopoulou 1990, 114 and Tsigarida 2011, 153. 
214 Vokotopoulou 1990, 22. 
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her just 35-38 weeks baby. Their cremated bones were placed on a wooden larnax. Parts 
of the funerary wooden couch were also uncovered. An amphoriskos of the Cypriot 
type and a gilded bronze wreath were placed close to it.  It was possible that the woman 
died during the parturition.215 Furthermore, there was a variety of offerings at the 
interior of the tomb II. Some of them were alabastra, which were made of different 
materials like glass, clay or gilded216. Nowadays, the grave is exhibited in the 
Archaeological Museum of Thessaloniki with all its findings217. 
Consequently, the dead bodies were placed in simple pits and frequently in 
sarcophagi from the early 5thc.BC until the 4th century BC. Their offerings differ 
according to the social status of the deceased. The tombs of inferior status people 
contained clay vessels of attic and olynthian style while the graves of upper status 
people contained vessels made from valuable metals like bronze, silver and gold. 
 
3.2.7 Trapeza of Neoi Epivates/Trapeza Bachtche 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic and Classical Period. 
 
The trapeza218 of Neoi Epivates is located 8,1 km northeast from Nea 
Michaniona (Map 1, 3), 300 m. west of the homonymous toumba219 and 800 m. west 
of the modern settlement of Neoi Epivates (fig.79, 80). The embankments of the site 
are established on an elongated natural height directed from southeast to northwest220. 
Regarding the dates of the site, Soueref mentions that the settlement is probably dated 
in the Early Iron Age, Archaic and Classical Period. Moreover, neither surface 
investigations nor excavations have been conducted at the trapeza yet. Finally, it is 
important to highlight the fact that the site has been undergone many alterations by 
human activities such as the construction of tourist accommodation services of OTE 
during 1967 to 1974221. 
                                                 
215 Vokotopoulou 1990, 35-49 and Paspalas 2011, 196. 
216About the offering at the interior of the tomb two see Vokotopoulou 1990, 22-34. About the wooden 
larnax see Andrianou 2009, 73. Also, about the decoration of the funerary couch see Andrianou 2009, 
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217Vokotopoulou 1996, 193-198. 
218 Soueref 2011, 130. 
219 Regarding the toumba of Neoi Epivates see Rey 1921, 132 and 134 and Soueref 2011, 129-130. 
Information about the pottery fragments on the toumba see Grammenos et al. 1997, 20 
220 For more details about geological configuration of the trapeza see Rey 1921, 134. 
221 Soueref 2011, 130-131. 
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As far as the identification of the settlement is concerned, there are scanty 
evidence in order to lead the scholars to a certain outcome due to the lack of 
archaeological evidence. It is suggested by Soueref 222 that the trapeza is possibly 
identified with the ancient cities Aineia and Rhaikelos as well. Regarding Aineia, it is 
impossible to locate it in the trapeza of Neoi Epivates owing to the fact that 
archaeological remains at the toumba Tambia at Nea Michaniona confirm the existence 
of establishment of Aineia there. Likewise, this view can be strengthened by the 
discovery of coins in the region, which some of them bore the inscription . 
On the other hand, as far as the identification of ancient Rhaikelos is concerned, 
there are controversial proposals regarding its location. The name  has been 
mentioned many times by various notable Ancient Greek authors, namely Aristotle223, 
Lycophron224 and Stefanos of Byzantium225. It is obvious that the city is reported in 
their works in different ways as  or  with the ethnic of the city 
'  and finally as  or  . 
According to literary sources, some modern scholars have made an attempt to 
identify the location of Rhaikelos. Initially, Edson first claimed that according to 
Ar
that was shortly overshadowed by its bordering Aineia226.On the contrary, Meritt, 
Wade-Gerry and McGregor227 advocate that Rhaikelos was identified with Aineia, 
whereas Bakalakis accepted that the old name of Aineia was Rhaikelos. Additionally, 
there were scholars suggesting that  was a region in which Peisistratus 
established Dikaia, the third Eretrian Colony. This view was based on the notion that 
Dikaia was probably situated at Agia Paraskevi228. Nevertheless, the archaeological 
remains, which were brought to light in Nea Kallikrateia induced the scholars to 
identify it as the ancient Dikaia. 
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226 Xydopoulos 2012, 21-22. 
227 About Meritt Wade-Gery and Mc Gregor views see Nigdelis 2009, 104, n. 7. Also, see Vokotopoulou 
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What is more, it is important to mention that Vokotopoulou229 underlines that if 
Peisistratus is related with the first establishment of Aineia, this fact will not have been 
oblivious to the inhabitants of Aineia while an ancient Greek author would have 
reported this significant detail as well. Moreover, she notices that it is preferable to 
separate the two cities. Rhaikelos could have probably been found at the north of 
Megalo Karaburnu along the coastline of Thermaic Gulf, near Anthemous Valley.  
According to Vokotopoulou a critical argument regarding the location of Rhaikelos in 
the valley is that Anthemous was the region that Perdiccas I conceded to Hippias in 510 
BC230. Finally, she proposes that between modern Peraia and the southwest bank of 
Anthemous there are at least four ancient sites, which are dated in the Historical Ages 
and could be identified with Rhaikelos. However, she does not mention which exactly 
these sites are231. 
Lastly, Tiverios232, Xydopoulos233, Manoledakis234 and Nigdelis235 advocate 
that among the proposed locations on the placement of Rhaikelos the most probable is 
in the territory of Peraia, near the International Airport of Thessaloniki. Their views are 
strengthened by the discovery of an inscription in the area of Peraia in which is 










                                                 
229 Vokotopoulou 1990, 112. 
230 Regarding policy of Amyntas I and the concession of Anthemous to Hippias see Xydopoulos 2012, 
21-37. About the establishment of Rhaikelos by Peisistratos see Tiverios 2008, 26 and 52. 
231 Vokotopoulou 1990, 113. It is significant to notice that Nigdelis mentions two sites that they have 
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he inscription is written on a column (fig.83) and it refers to some building 
works that took place at the temple of the goddess and the earnings from the fields of 
its sanctuary were used for this aim236. Furthermore, it is dated back in 185/6 AD237. In 
addition, it is obvious the fact that the name  is used with some variations 
during the 2nd c.AD disregarding its first reference by Aristotle five centuries ago. The 
inscription is of significant importance because not only it contributes to the 
geographical identification of Rhaikelos but also it offers information about the divinity 
Artemis Rhaikeleia, the sanctuary where she was worshipped, the everyday life and the 
economy of Rhaikelos as well238. 
 
3.3Municipality of Mikra-County of Thessaloniki. 
 
3.3.1 Platia Toumba/Trapeza of Plagiari/Ouzounali/Plagiari A. 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic Period 
 
The archaeological site of Plagiari was another consequential location in 
Crousis (fig.81). It is located southwest of Thessaloniki at the east coastline of Thermaic 
Gulf and, more specifically, between Angelochori and the modern International Airport 
of Thessaloniki239 (Map 1). It borders other important settlements such as Trilophos to 
the east, Neoi Epivates to the north, Nea Michaniona to the west and southwest and 
Epanomi to the south. The archaeological location consists of two crucial sites which 
are the well-known Platia toumba, which is a trapeza of Historical Period, and Fener 
toumba, a prehistoric settlement240 (fig.82).  
To begin with, Platia toumba is located 500 m. north from the neighboring Fener 
toumba and 1 km west of modern Plagiari. One important detail about this site is that 
even though it is known as toumba, it is actually a trapeza. Moreover, the embankments 
of the site were grounded on a hill in an elongated shape with natural elevation (altitude: 
160m) in direction from north to south241. In addition, there are two streams east and 
west of the archaeological site242. According to surface pottery fragments it seems that 
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Platia toumba was inhabited during the Early Iron Age, the Archaic, the Classical and 
the Hellenistic Period243. 
As far as the archaeological survey at the site is concerned, only surface 
investigations at the settlement and some trial trenches at bordering fields were carried 
out by the 16th Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities in 1988, 1989244 and 
1998245. In particular, parts of fortification walls of isodomic masonry246 were brought 
to light during the excavations of 1988-1989 at the southeast foothills of the trapeza. It 
seems that the walls were dated in the end of the 4thc. BC, whereas pottery sherds of 
the Archaic and the Classical period were revealed from the embankments of the 
walls247. 
What is more, trial trenches were excavated at a field, which is placed southwest 
of Fener toumba248. As a result of the research, two pit graves were uncovered dating 
back in the Early Iron Age. More precisely, they included iron and bronze burial 
offerings namely beads, earrings necklace and hoops and a few handmade pottery 
fragments as well. In addition, it is significant to mention the fact that various objects 
from the Late Bronze and Early Iron Age were discovered around the graves including 
loom weights, tools and molds made from stone. 
 
3.3.2 Fener Toumba of Plagiari/ Toumba on the trapeza Ouzounali / 
Plagiari B. 
 
Type of settlement: toumba on a trapeza 
Dating: Early Bronze, Early Iron Age, Archaic and Classical Period 
 
The site is located on a toumba as the majority of prehistoric settlements in the 
area such as toumba of Potamos of Epanomi, toumba of Kritziana etc. What is 
interesting about this site is its location (Map 1) on a toumba on a trapeza which is the 
key factor to its favorable view of the whole area from the Cape Karaburnu to the east 
estuaries of Anthemous (altitude: 177m)249. More specifically, the embankments of the 
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site are established in an elongated shape with natural elevation in direction from north 
to south (fig.84). Furthermore, it is placed 1 km west from modern Plagiari and 500 m. 
south of the neighboring Platia toumba250. Another important feature of the location of 
the site is the hilly area around it, which divides the land of Epanomi from Anthemous 
Valley, while the areas of Neo Rysio and Trilofos were located between them. 
Regarding the inhabitation of Fener toumba, only surface investigations have 
been conducted at the settlement. However, according to pottery fragments of the 
survey, it seems that the settlement is dated back in the Early Bronze and the Early Iron 
Age, the Classical and the Archaic Period251. Moreover, as mentioned above, 
excavations have been carried out in a bordering field and, as a consequence, two pit 
graves with interesting burial offerings from the Iron Age were discovered252.  
Taking into account the evidence of the surface investigations, of both Platia 
toumba and Fener toumba, and similar phenomena at the toumba and trapeza of 
Potamos of Epanomi, it is assumed that during the course of time there was continuous 
habitation on the land of Plagiari. In particular, it seems that the inhabitation 
commenced on Fener toumba during the Bronze Age, which is assumed by the 
discovered pottery corresponding to that period. Then the inhabitants relocated from 
Fener toumba to Platia toumba during the Archaic and the Classical Period but they did 
not completely abandon the first land as the archaeological fragments confirm. Finally, 
the prehistoric settlement was completely abandoned and the residents continued to live 
to the trapeza, namely to Platia toumba, till the Hellenistic Era as the pottery fragments 
corroborated. 
Lastly, regarding the identification of the archaeological site of Plagiari scanty 
views were presented by the scholars because of the lack of systematic excavations and 
epigraphic evidence at the area as well. It is interesting to notice that the inscribed 
column in which the divinity of Artemis Rhaikeleia253 is mentioned was uncovered at 
a field between Plagiari and Peraia. What is more, it is of significant importance to 
discuss the three other archaeological remains254 concerning the around area. First of 
all, a funerary stele was uncovered, which is dated in the Imperial Period, and more 
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precisely in the middle of the 2ndc. AD255. Furthermore, a part of a male statue was 
revealed, which has the right hand to its breast wearing a chiton and a himation and a 
marble head of a female statue wearing polos was found too.  
It is worth mentioning that in spite of the fact that Peraia256 is considered the 
most possible location to identify with Rhaikelos, Nigdelis suggests two probable 
archaeological sites apart from Peraia that could be identified with Rhaikelos. These 
are Platia toumba and toumba Fener at Plagiari257. Moreover, it is essential to underline 
that he came to this conclusion owing to the habitation of these settlements from the 
Prehistoric Period to the Historical Ages, their location in the bordering area in which 
the previous archaeological remains were uncovered and lastly the existence of 
fortification walls there as well. 
 
3.3.3 Toumba Saralika of Trilophos/Trapezes Zoumbat/Trilophos A 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza on a trapeza 
Dating: Neolithic, Early Bronze and Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical and Byzantine Period 
 
Another important archaeological site in Crousis is the well-known toumba 
Saralika, which is located at Trilophos, a village 1,8 km east of Plagiari (Map 1). The 
site is placed on a hilly area surrounded by plains and, more specifically, it is found 
approximately 500 m. northwest of Trilophos between Kardia and Plagiari258. It is of 
significant importance to underline the fact that the location of this site is distinctive. 
In fact, the settlement is founded on two trapezes. In particular, the embankments of it 
are established on a natural elevation in direction from north to south forming the main 
trapeza to the north, another one to the south and finally smaller a plateaus to north and 
south respectively259. There are two streams east and west, which define the limits of 
the archaeological site and especially the west stream distinguishes the border between 
Plagiari and Trilophos. According to pottery sherds, it seems that toumba Saralika was 
occupied during the Middle Neolithic III to the Early Bronze Era, the Early Iron Age 
and the Archaic, the Classical and the Byzantine Period260. Nowadays, the 
embankments of the site have been greatly affected by human activities such as the 
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systematic agriculture in around area of it. Additionally, architectural remains from 
antiquity were used as second-hand architectural material in old building blocks 
spolia261. 
As far as the archaeological survey at the site is concerned, both surface 
investigations and excavations have been conducted by the 16th Ephorate of Prehistoric 
and Classical Antiquities not only at the settlement but also in various fields at 
Trilophos. Taking the archaeological evidence into consideration, it seems that there 
was dense habitation to the north trapeza, as there was probably a workshop to the south 
plateau because of the finds262. 
What is more, during the excavation of trial trenches at a field, seven pit graves 
were brought to light. According to pottery fragments, they can be dated back in the 
5thc. BC. Certain graves had burial offerings such as iron nails, which were part of the 
shoes of the deceased, a bronze coin and some parts of bronze earrings (fig.85, 86). 
Furthermore, what is interesting about this classical cemetery is a specific pit grave, 
which contained a cluster of grave offerings possibly being part of a funerary ritual263. 
It included one handled cup, a lamp with an inscription on its base, an iron bell, a bronze 
bead, a bronze hoop, an iron ring and a part of a bronze hoop decorated with animal 
heads. 
In addition, during the construction of modern buildings264, other parts of the 
cemetery were uncovered as well. As a result, a number of graves were discovered in 
various fields at Trilophos during the years 2001 to 2005. The types of the graves 
varied, and to be more precise, they included sarcophagi, pit graves and cist graves 
whereas the majority of them were found plundered265.  It is worth mentioning the fact 
that an intact female pit grave had notable burial offerings at its interior266. The 
deceased was accompanied to the Under World by three female clay molds, two of 
which were destroyed, two female terracotta figurines, six lekythoi depicting a net 
pattern or painted palmettes, one iron and one bronze ring and fifty .  
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It is crucial to mention that a cluster of thirteen graves were uncovered by 
systematic excavations at a field near the site of Saralika. In particular, it consisted of 
nine tile covered graves and four simple pit graves. According to pottery sherds some 
of them are dated in the Byzantine Period. It is obvious that this field is a part of the 
graves in a neighboring filed. Taking into account the evidence of the cemetery, it is 
plausible that during the course of time there was continuous habitation around the 
area267. 
 
3.3.4 Mesimeriani Toumba of Trilophos/ Trilophos B 
 
Type of settlement: toumba and trapeza 
Dating: Neolithic to Classical Period. 
 
The site is located on a toumba and trapeza (Map 1). The area in which the 
settlement was established, is surrounded by plains and there is a stream to the north 
and west sides (fig.87). According to pottery fragments, habitation commenced during 
the Middle Neolithic Era until the Classical Period. The site on the toumba is 3 km 
southeast from the modern Trilophos along the farm road which leads to Mesimeri. The 
trapeza is 300m southwest of the toumba, which was inhabited during the Archaic and 
the Classical Period268.  
Both surface investigations and systematic excavations have been conducted on 
the toumba under the direction of Grammenos and Kotsos269 (fig.88). Parts of buildings, 
a number of vessels and other objects of everyday life were brought to light270. Finally, 
archaeological remains, which were discovered on the trapeza 300m southwest of the 
toumba, confirmed human habitation during the Archaic and the Classical Period271 
(fig.89). 
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3.3.5 Ano Scholari/ Trapeza Kefala/ Kefali 
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic Period 
 
The trapeza was located on a hilly region (altitude of 269 m.) counting a number 
of small streams flowing through its grounds. Its geographical details include the area 
being placed southwest of the mount Kalavros and 2,5 km northwest of Kato Scholari 
(Map 1). The embankments were established on the hill in an elongated shape in 
direction from southeast to northwest (fig.90). However, a part of its embankments was 
demolished due to the inhabitation of people during the Ottoman rule. Another 
important factor of the deterioration of the site, was the human activity in the area such 
as the cultivation, the construction of new buildings and the advertisement signs. 
According to pottery fragments, the research has revealed that the site is dated back in 
the Archaic, the Classical and the Hellenistic Period272.  
Regarding the archaeological research on the trapeza Kefala, surface 
investigations were conducted as well as trial trenches were excavated by the 16th 
Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities. In fact, certain archaeological 
remains were brought to light on account of the process of building installments.  
During the excavations, it is imperative to mention the discovery of a pithos, 
which was surprisingly found in situ, and pits with numerous pottery fragments. 
Commencing with the pithos, with the height of 1,20 m., it was discovered in poor 
condition because it was repaired with lead clamps. Two pits were uncovered next to 
the pithos as well. The pottery found in their interior was remarkably wealthier than the 
pithos and it consisted undecorated cooking pots, a few lamps and some parts of vessels 
made of glass. In addition, a circle-shaped pit was discovered northwest of the two, 
previously mentioned pits. Its content was similar to the others as well. It contained 
Roman pottery, a few bones, some shells and parts of roof tiles273. 
It is impossible to decipher the meaning of the remains, as more systematic 
excavations would be required to draw some safe conclusions. Nevertheless, taking the 
available evidence into consideration, it is estimated that the place was originally used 
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as a storage to save solid food and afterwards it was used as refuse pit. Regarding the 
time-period, according to pottery fragments of the terra sigillata and the ridded 
amphorae, the site is dated back from the 1st to 3rdc. AD274. 
Lastly, another important detail is the fact that a number of graves were revealed 
west of the trapeza. Due to construction of roads and buildings, pottery remains of the 
Roman, the Early Byzantine Period and the Turkish Era were discovered north of the 
site, too275.  
 
3.3.6 Toumba and Trapeza of Kato Scholari. 
Type of settlement: toumba and trapeza 
Dating: Early Bronze Age, Early Iron Age, the Archaic and Classical Period 
 
The settlement was founded on a toumba and a trapeza (fig.91). It was located 
2,5 km southeast of the neighboring settlement of Ano Scholari276 and, more 
specifically, east of the modern village of Kato Scholari, southeast of a rubbish dump 
in Tagarades and northwest of Lakkoma (Map 1). Moreover, it is crucial to highlight 
the fact that neither surface investigations nor rescue or systematic excavations have 
been conducted on the area. Finally, according to Soueref the site is probably dated 
back in the Early Bronze Age, the Early Iron Age, the Archaic and the Classical 
Period277. 
 
3.3.7 Toumba Gona/ Gona  
 
Type of settlement: toumba on a trapeza 
Dating: toumba (Bronze Age)/ trapeza (Iron Age, Archaic, Classical, Roman and Byzantine Era) 
 
A noteworthy site in the coast of the Thermaic Gulf is toumba Gona (fig.92) 
(Map 1, 3). Information regarding the geographical details of the site should also be 
mentioned278. In fact, the settlement was established on a toumba, which was connected 
with a trapeza and they were both located within the limits of the Farm of Aristotle 
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University of Thessaloniki north of the International Airport of Thessaloniki and 250m 
southwest from the main street Thessaloniki-Nea Michaniona279. 
Due to the fact that the estuaries of Anthemous River (Map 1, 4) are found in 
the area of the Airport, up until now, the land has been characterized as plain, fertile 
and marshy. It is still significantly important to mention the fact that, nowadays, the 
site is 1,5 km off the coastline but it was on the seaside during the antiquity280. The 
distance between the site and the shore was caused by the alteration of sea levels and 
the accumulating debris brought by the river Anthemous. What is interesting about 
toumba Gona is its name281, which derives from the homonymous tsifliki Gona in the 
area. According to available archaeological evidence, it seems that the toumba was 
initially inhabited during the Bronze Age and remains from the Early Iron Age, the 
Roman and the Byzantine Period were uncovered due to established trial trenches at 
the area of the trapeza. 
As far as the research at the site is concerned, both surface investigations and 
excavations have been conducted. The first remains were brought to light by the 
Archaeological Service of French Army under the direction of Rey throughout the 
World War I282. The last survey has been carried out in the area of the trapeza by 16th 
Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities under the direction of Skarlatidou and 
Konstantinidou in 2002-2003283. The investigations commenced due to constructions 
along the road which leads to the entrance of the airport.  
The survey was targeted to the location of the trapeza and, more precisely, 
closer to the south side of the toumba. It seems that the habitation there started during 
the Iron Age. This phenomenon, namely the movement of the inhabitants from toumbes 
to trapezes, was common in other settlement of Crousis such as toumba and trapeza of 
Potamos of Epanomi, trapeza Saralika and toumba Fener at Trilophos during the 
beginning of the First Millennium BC. Taking the archaeological data into 
consideration, it seems that the trapeza has initially been inhabited at 9th c. BC until the 
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Roman Era284. However, the upper parts of the settlement were destroyed by human 
activities during the recent decades285.  
What is more, the study of the pottery sherds revealed at the site, led the scholars 
to make safe conclusions about the duration of life at the settlement. Between the 9thc. 
to the first half of the 7thc. BC, the pottery was mainly hand-made and local and, more 
specifically, some sherds were either burnished, undecorated or incised as well. 
Furthermore, imported vessels from Euboea, painted and wheel-made pottery286 were 
also uncovered. During the second half of the 7thc. and the Early 6thc. BC, it was 
discerned that the pottery had a significant Ionian impact. Moreover, a few black-glazed 
fragments and pottery sherds dating at the 4thc. BC and the Hellenistic Period, and other 
similar to the terra singillata287 type items were additionally discovered (fig.93a-d). 
Lastly, it is worth mentioning the fact that three bronze coins were uncovered from the 
trenches at the trapeza. In particular, there is a bronze subdivision of Neapoli, which is 
dated in the first half of the 4thc. BC and two bronze coins of Cassander or Amyntas 
III288. 
 




Type of settlement:  trapeza  
Dating: Early Iron till Classical Period 
 
Another important settlement in Anthemous Valley is trapeza of Neo Rysio290. 
This settlement is established on a trapeza in an elongated shape and plateaus around 
it. It is 6 km southeast from the toumba Gona291 and 1 km northwest from the 
neighboring trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia (see below) (fig.94). More precisely, the site 
is located southeast from the modern Neo Rysio and 4 km from the sea (Map 1). There 
are two streams in direction from the south to the north-northwest, which cross the 
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fertile valley of Anthemous and flow into the Thermaic Gulf292 (Map 4). Nowadays, 
there is a church and a modern cemetery of Neo Rysio northwest of the site while a 
light beacon is established, from the airport company, north of the trapeza293. 
As far the archaeological survey on the settlement is concerned, the available 
information about the habitation at the site is scanty, due to the fact that only surface 
investigations have been conducted until now (fig.95). Nevertheless, taking these 
evidence294 into account, it seems that the site was initially inhabited at the beginning 
of the first millennium BC and, more specifically, from the Early Iron Age until the 
Classical Period295. 
 
3.4.2 Trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza on a trapeza 
Dating: Bronze Age, Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic Period 
 
A remarkable archaeological site in the area of Anthemous Valley is trapeza 
Neo Rysio-Kardia296 (fig.96). It is located 500m southeast of Neo Rysio, 1 km east of 
the neighboring trapeza of Neo Rysio and 1,5 km north of Kardia (Map 1, 4). An 
essential detail is the fact that this site consists of two levels, which are known to the 
bibliography as Upper and Lower trapeza, and are placed to south and north side of the 
site respectively297 (fig.97). The embankments of the settlement are established on a 
hill near the fertile valley of Anthemous and 5 km east of its estuaries298.  
The site is surrounded by two streams, one to the east and one to the west, which 
belong to the branches of the bordering small river and flow into the Thermaic Gulf 
next to International Airport of Thessaloniki (fig.98). According to Manodelakis this 
stream could be identified with Rhichios river299, which is mentioned on Prokopios300 
works (Map 4). 
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 As far as the name of the site, it is interesting to notice that the north part of it 
belongs to the administration area of Neo Rysio whereas the south belongs to the area 
of Kardia. That is the reason why it is referred as trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia to the 
bibliography301. As far as the dating of the settlement, it seems that it was initially 
inhabited in Late Bronze Age, the Archaic and Classical Period302. 
What is attractive about this settlement is its overview not only to other 
important archaeological sites, but also to notable geographical regions303. In particular, 
the site was established on a prominent location oversees from Megalo Emvolo (ancient 
Aineia) to Karabournaki, Trilophos to Plagiari (toumba Fener, trapeza Saralika), almost 
the overview of the Thermaic Gulf, the Anthemous Valley and its estuaries as well as 
the fortress on the summit of Chortiatis (ancient Kissos)304. The latter, was of significant 
importance from Archaic Era to Middle Ages. Taking this details into consideration, it 
is apparent that this site was definitely crucial in the antiquity. 
As far as the archaeological survey on the site is concerned, in spite of the fact 
that the settlement is known since the beginning of 20th century, it had not been 
systematically excavated and only surface investigations had been carried out at the 
site305. Nevertheless, both the survey and systematic excavations have been taken place 
from 2016 at the site by the International Hellenic University under the direction of 
Associate Professor of Classical Archaeology and Supervisor to this dissertation 
Manolis Manoledakis306.  
Parts of various rectangular and trapezoid building remains probably houses 
or workshops with separate rooms- were uncovered307. It seems that the walls of these 
buildings were constructed from stone as for the lower parts and from clay mudbrick 
the upper parts while their roofs were made of reeds and wooden planks. |In the interior 
of these buildings some pits were revealed and some clay and stone constructions used 
for their everyday life. Moreover, not only the horizontal but also the vertical roads that 
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were uncovered give a first image of the urban planning of the settlement from the Iron 
Age.  
In addition, numerous pottery fragments and other objects were uncovered as 
well. Some of them were metal tools, finds made of stone, loom-weight and spindle 
whorls, bones and seashells. As far as the pottery fragments are concerned, the majority 
of them are dated back in the Early Iron Age and Archaic Period while scanty fragments 
of Classical and Hellenistic Period were revealed as well. A big number of the sherds 
belongs to products of local workshops such as undecorated wheel-made, handmade, 
monochrome, plain, banded ware and eggshells pottery. Some parts of vessels had 
incised and geometric decoration. Lastly, imported pottery from East Greece and 
Corinth was uncovered too while sherds of SOS amphorae were brought to light by the 
excavations of International Hellenic University308 (fig.99-102). 
To conclude with, the archaeological finds that were brought to light at trapeza 
of Neo Rysio-Kardia, will provide important details about the habitation and the urban 
planning of the settlement, the pottery and the human activities in the region during the 
Early Iron Age and the Archaic Period and, more precisely, not only about the period 
before the founding of Thessaloniki by Cassander in 316 BC but also before the 
conquest of this area by the Macedonians throughout the 6thc.BC. 
 
3.4.3 Toumba Therme/Toumba Sedes/ Therme A 
 
Type of settlement: toumba 
Dating: Late Neolithic, Bronze Era, Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical, Hellenistic and Byzantine 
Periods. 
  
 The settlement is established on a toumba (altitude: 101m) in an elongated 
shape in direction from the north to the south309 (fig.103). It is located in a plain and 
fertile area 300m northeast of the modern Therme and 500m. north from the Plane 
settlement of Therme310. Further, it is probable that the toumba of Therme could be part 
of the prehistoric Plane Settlement at Therme311 (Map 1). Moreover, the site is founded 
west of the stream whose water has been used for the dam of Therme. In addition, taking 
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into consideration the surface pottery sherds312, it seems that the site was initially 
inhabited from the Prehistoric Era to the Historical Ages and, more precisely, from the 
Late Neolithic Era to the Early Iron Age, the Archaic, the Classical, the Hellenistic and 
the Byzantine Periods313. 
 As far as the archaeological research at the site is concerned, surface 
investigations were conducted and trial trenched were established by Rey in 1916314. 
Lastly, some building remains315 were uncovered and according to scholars, they are 
dated in the Byzantine Era (12th-a3thc. AD)316.  
 
3.4.4 Trapeza of Therme/Trapeza Sedes/Therme C 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic Period 
 
Another significant site is trapeza of Therme, which is also referred to the 
bibliography as trapeza of Sedes or Therme C317 (Map 1). Details about its exact 
geographical location are of major concern. The trapeza is located near the east side of 
modern Therme, principally on the south of the homonymous toumba of Therme A and 
the prehistoric settlement Therme B (fig.104). Furthermore, there is the west bank of a 
river near the site, which flows out of the neighboring Chortiatis Mountain. The 
embankments of the settlement are established on a natural elevation with semicircular 
shape (fig.105). According to Strabo318 the area was probably resided to Kissos or 
Garescus or Therme. According to pottery sherds the site is dated back in Early Iron 
Age, the Archaic, the Classical and the Hellenistic Period319. 
As far as the identification of the site is concerned, numerous views have been 
reported by the scholars320. Principally, in 1974, Dimitsas expressed the theory that 
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Sedes was identified with ancient Therme321 Ancient 
, there is a reference on Pliny, according to which Therme is 
placed north of Aineia if someone is sailing from Akanthos. Taking into consideration 
, which means 
, connected with the existence of the Warm Baths at Sedes and the presence of 
architectural remains at the contemporary Sedes, Dimitsas locates the ancient city 
between Megalo Emvolo and Mikro Emvolo. Moreover, Bakalakis322 supports the view 
t , could be connected with the worship of the 
god Dionysus323. In addition, he emphasizes the importance of the architectural remains 
of the archaic temple, which were uncovered at Thessaloniki in 1930, and more 
specifically at the intersection of the streets Kristalli and Dioikitiriou. Due to the 
architectural symbols in the surface of the archaeological remains, he draw the 
conclusion that the original location of the temple was the ancient Therme as a 
dedication to Dionysus. This building was taken apart and reordered at the same 
location during the 1stc.BC. Thus, he concludes that ancient Therme is identified with 
Thessaloniki324. 
However, Hatziioannou325 proposes a different view, arguing that the remains 
at Sedes are remains of a monastery or a tower. He also believes that the exact location 
of the baths is far away from Sedes. Yet, according to Hatziioannou, baths were in the 
area of Thessaloniki as well. Moreover, he underlines the theory of Tafel326 about the 
other two names of Thessaloniki, namely Alia and Therme. Rhomaios327 takes as 
almost certain the fact that ancient Therme was an uncommon city, without fortification 
walls, consisting of numerous synoikismous and one of them was on the coast. In 
particular, they expanded from the area of Sedes to the modern heart of Thessaloniki. 
Yet, Therme was a city including smaller cities and these cities were possibly used by 
Cassander in order to establish Thessaloniki. Likewise, Edson328  re-examines the fact 
that Therme could be identified with Sedes, taking into account the name Serme, which 
is probably identified with Therme, Nevertheless, he concludes that this identification 
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is impossible because Sedes is located about 2,3 km from the coast while the Baths are 
placed more than 6 km away. 
Nowadays, taking into consideration the previous views, not only the theory of 
Dimitsas is rejected, but also some modern scholars such as Hammond329, Tiverios330, 
Borza331, Hatzopoulos332, Vokotopoulou and Moutsopoulos333advocate that 
Karamburnaki is the most possible location regarding the identification of Therme334. 
Regarding the history of archaeological survey at the site, both surface 
investigations, excavations and trial trenches have been carried out335. In 1938, the first 
excavations have been conducted under the direction of N.Kotzias336. During these 
works, four Macedonian tombs were brought to light. In 1981, surface investigations 
on the trapeza confirmed the fact that the site was inhabited from the Early Iron Age to 
the Hellenistic Period337. It is important to notice that columns and capitals of Doric 
order were uncovered at the south part of the site338. Moreover, a building which is 
dated at Hellenistic Period was revealed during the excavations of 1987 and 1993339, 
but its excavation have not been completed yet. Finally, during the years from 1988-
1997340 a huge number of graves was uncovered giving a more complete image of the 
population of the area. 
As notice above, a building of the 4thc.BC was brought to light at the site341 
(fig.106). What is interesting about this monument is its plan because it consists of ten 
spaces of different dimensions, whereas there are also three door openings, two of 
which have stone pilasters342. Furthermore, mud and stones built its masonry, while an 
open space of it has been clarified as the entrance or an internal courtyard343. What is 
more, plentiful pottery fragments344 (black or red glaze, black or red figure decoration) 
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of different types of vessels (amphorae, basins, pithoi, cups, plates, lamps), parts of 
jewelry, weapons and sufficient bronze coins345 of 4thc. BC were revealed as well. 
In addition, one important discovery at the borders of modern Therme is a 
cluster of four Macedonian Tombs. In fact, the tombs were found on a hill and they 
were brought to light during the works conducted north of the Airfield Administration 
Building of Sedes in 1938346. It is crucial to highlight that except for tomb C, which 
was unplundered the other three tombs had been plundered. However, few grave goods 
were found at the tombs A and B, but tomb D347, which was a pyramidal shape cist 
grave, was completely looted. Nowadays, some of the finds of these tombs are exhibited 
at Archaeological Museum of Thessaloniki. Furthermore, one significant detail about 
the tombs is that they are different from each other regarding their type, while both the 
excavations and the publication of the survey was carried out under the direction of N. 
Kotzias. 
In particular, the tomb A348 was a small size sarcophagus constructed by poros 
blocks as the other three and were covered by a gabled roof (fig.107). In spite of the 
fact that it was plundered, it seems that the deceased belonged to the upper social status 
because of several and valuable offerings found at the interior of the tomb such as a 
bronze vessel, a gold olive wreath, a small bronze mirror and several terracotta 
figurines349 (fig.108, 109). 
The tomb B350 is a typical example of a one-chamber Macedonian tomb with a 
door opening at its southwest side and an architrave above it (fig.111). Moreover, there 
was a pediment with four acroteria above its f
only few grave finds were revealed there like an iron sword, a vessel and scanty remains 
of the funerary couch351 (fig.112, 113). 
The tomb C352 is a large size cist grave, which belonged to a woman in the last 
quarter of 4thc. BC353. As far as the content of the grave is concerned, it was covered 
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with high quality stucco and it was decorated with paintings354. In particular, painted 
dentils decorated the upper part of the tomb with a garland of laurel leafs with pink 
decorated bands (fig.114). Finally, an imitation of masonry decorates the lower part of 
the grave. In addition, the remains of the funerary bed made of bricks were revealed 
too. The deceased was accompanied with her favorite gold jewelry such as a diadem 
adorned with Eros holding two doves and Hercules Knot, a necklace with lion heads, a 
rosette and Hercules Knot as well (fig.115, 116). Furthermore, there were three pairs of 
gold brooches with bronze pins, a pendant, a ring depicting a nursing mother and an 
earring, which were all golden (fig.117, 118). Lastly, a number of black-glazed vessels 
(alabasters, pixis, skyphoi) (fig.119) and other objects such as a bronze mirror, four gilt 
wreaths, a gold coin of Philip II as charoneian obolos and an iron strigil were brought 
to light too355. 
The ancient cemetery is placed at the borders of modern Therme and more 
precisely 20m. West of the trapeza, but its limits have not been determined yet (fig.120,  
127). A big number of graves (approximately 4200 graves) were uncovered during the 
excavations of 1987 to 1997. It seems that they covered a wide time range from the Iron 
Age until Byzantine Era and even later during the beginning of the 20thc. AD, but the 
majority of them are dated in 6thc. BC. 
Regarding the types of the burials, there is a variation due to356  multiple and 
different factors such as the affluence, the social status and the burial customs in 
different time-periods357. The graves that contain inhumations are sarcophagi, cists, pits 
or tile graves (fig.121-124). As far as the cremations, the burial remains were collected 
and put in vessels at the interior of the graves by the relatives of the dead358. Yet, despite 
the fact that the majority of the graves have been plundered during the antiquity359, the 
intact graves provide a complete image of the social, financial and religious life of the 
people. In particular, the women were usually accompanied with valuable jewelry, 
whereas the men were buried with their weapons360. The most frequent grave find was 
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the pottery of local and imported361 (fig.125, 126, 128, 130) productions and especially 
from Attic and Corinthian workshops. It is important to notice that one remarkable find 
from the cemetery is an attic crater, which was made by Lydos362 (fig.129). Lastly, the 
existence of the coins was more frequent from 4thc.BC onwards. 
 
3.4.5 Agiasma of Agia Paraskevi 
 
Type of settlement: two neighboring trapezes 
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic and Classical Period 
 
Another site placed in Anthemous Valley is Agiasma Agias Paraskevis 
(fig.131). What is interesting about this site is that there are two neighboring trapezes, 
the north and the south respectively, in the distance of about 250m (fig.132, 133). As 
far as the location is concerned, the site lies near the area of Kalavros mountain, while 
the Chortiatis mountain and Lanari are visible to the opposite side (Map 1). In 
particular, it is 2-2,5km south from Anthemous river and 1km south from the modern 
Agia Paraskevi. It is important to note, that only surface investigations have been 
carried out at the site, while remains of perivolos are conspicuous at the north trapeza 
and some graves were uncovered at a bordering southeast field. According to the 
pottery fragments the site is dated in the Early Iron Age, the Archaic and the Classical 
Period363. 
 
3.4.6 Toumba Agelaki of Agia Paraskevi/ Agia Paraskevi 
                            
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Early Bronze Age, Archaic, Classical and Hellenistic Period 
 
The site is located on the northwest foothills of Kalavros mount and it lies 2 km 
from the south stream of Anthemous and 1 km northwest of modern Agia Paraskevi364 
(fig.134) (Map 1). According to surface pottery fragments, it seems that the site of 
toumba Agelaki was initially inhabited from the Early Bronze Age to the Archaic, the 
Classical and the Hellenistic Period365. Despite the fact that it is called toumba, it is 
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actually trapeza, whose embankments were established on two natural elevations 
(fig.135). In addition, the location of the site is of significant importance because it 
provides an overview of the valley in which it is placed at the west part, in altitude of 
120m, and as a result it is visible from other bordering sites such as trapeza of Therme. 
Another important neighboring site is Megali toumba or toumba Loutron of Therme366, 
which is placed 3,5 km northeast of it and was inhabited from the Neolithic Era.  
As far the identification of the site is concerned, it is difficult to define precisely 
the original name of the settlement. However, some views were proposed by scholars. 
Sismanidis initially claimed that ancient Dikaia may have been located at Agia 
Paraskevi367 due to the discovery of an inscription, which was revealed very close to 
toumba Agelaki. In particular, a reference to Dikaiopolitai had strengthened his view. 
However, Sismanidis reviewed his opinion and proposed the identification of ancient 
Dikaia with Nea Kallikrateia368. In fact, the excavations conducted in the area of Nea 
Kallikrateia confirmed this view369. In addition, Poulaki claimed that Anthemous could 
have been placed at toumba Agelaki370. Nevertheless, many scholars believe that the 
city of Anthemous may have been situated in the area of Galatista371. 
Regarding the archaeological survey, systematic excavations have been carried 
out and trial trenches were excavated by the 16th Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical 
Antiquities372 not only at toumba Agelaki but also at the land around its vicinity during 
the period 1981 to 1986. They brought to light remains from the ancient city and an 
extensive archaic cemetery. At Mikri toumba a large macedonian tomb was excavated, 
too373.  
First of all, the ancient cemetery is placed 300 m northwest of the modern 
settlement at the location of Avles374 (fig.136). In 1981, due to the construction of a 
water pipeline, some graves were brought to light and as a result the excavations began 
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continuing to 1986375. As far as the borders of the cemetery are concerned, they have 
been ascertained in all its sides. The excavations revealed about five hundred graves 
covered by small mounds and positioned in parallel lines (fig.137). The majority of 
them are cist graves while there were simple pits graves, sarcophagi and a few pot 
burials as well, which belonged to men, women and children376 .  
Despite the fact that some graves were plundered in antiquity377, the intact 
graves contained important prosperous grave-finds and they differed depending on the 
gender of the deceased (fig.138). More specifically, the men were accompanied to the 
Under World with their iron and bronze arms (weapons, helmets, swords, spearheads) 
(fig.139)
and silver pins, bronze bracelets, rings, beads)378. Another interesting discovery is that 
the mouth of a number of the dead was covered by gold lozenge-shaped sheets379. It is 
crucial to report that terracotta figurines and pottery of local and imported workshops 
especially from Attica, Corinth and Ionia were included at the interior of the graves380 
(fig.140). It is of significant importance to mention that exceptional vessels, the well-
known bucchero381 vessels and chiakoi kalikes382 (fig.141), were discovered. That 
means that the citizens had commercial relationships with different regions of 
Macedonia and other areas of Aegean and Greece383 (fig.142-144). 
Taking into account the grave items, the cemetery can be dated back in the 
middle of the 6thc. BC384. It seems that it presents enough similarities with some other 
notable and expansive cemeteries not only at the vicinity of Anthemous but also at the 
wide area of Ancient Macedonia such as Sindos, Therme and Nea Philadelphia 
implying the existence of an affluent community of upper social and financial status 
and having commercial contacts with multiple regions of the Greek World385. 
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In 1983, a large-sized Macedonian Tomb of unique architecture was uncovered 
at the location of Mikri toumba386 (fig.145), which lies 3,5 km northeast of the modern 
Agia Paraskevi and especially near the south bank of Anthemous River387. Taking into 
account not only the finds but also the decoration and the architecture of the monument, 
it is dated in the end of the 4thc. BC388. 
It is necessary to mention that the tomb was covered by an earth tumulus 
(diameter: 33m.) as the majority of monumental tombs at the wide area of Macedonia 
such as the Macedonian tombs at Leykadia, Vergina etc. Regarding its plan (fig.147), 
it is a two-chamber tomb constructed by poros blocks389. In particular, it has an ante-
chamber and a chamber in rectangular and square size, respectively390.  Moreover, one 
noticeable feature of this tomb is the existence of a large courtyard at the frontal side 
of it. It has a trapezoid plan and its internal dimensions are 2,60 x 5,50m391. It, also, 
includes a temple-  (fig.146). The epistyle 
supported by two pilasters and there are the entablature and the pediment. Apart from 
the coloration sima and parts of diazoma, which are in blue, red and black and decorated 
with architectural ornaments, the other elements of it are white392.  
A simple construction of poros was revealed at the interior of the main chamber. 
That was a pedestal on which the wooden funerary bed of the deceased was placed393. 
As far as the decoration of the walls is concerned, there are architectural bands, which 
are painted with ochre, Pompeian red, black and oil-green and they are maintained in 
good condition394 (fig.150). A unique feature of this tomb is its two-leaf marble door 
(fig.148), which is maintained in excellent condition and has impressive dimensions395. 
In particular, its decorative and functional elements such as the handles, nails and 
clappers are made of bronze and they remain intact in spite of the large time-frame since 
their construction (fig.149). Nowadays, the door is exhibited in the Archaeological 
Museum of Thessaloniki396.  
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As it had been aforementioned, the tomb was plundered in antiquity397, but a 
number of items were discovered both at its interior and its exterior398. These are two 
female terracotta figurines, wearing chiton and himatium, one intact black-glazed lamp, 
sixty gilded beads of a necklace, parts of gold wreaths, bands with relief decoration, 
various pottery fragments of black-glazed vessels and parts of ornament elements of 
the funerary bed of ivory, glass and bronze399. 
In 1985-1986, trial trenches were excavated at the top of the trapeza uncovering 
parts of the ancient city. More specifically, foundations of archaic and classical 
buildings, storage pits (possibly water tanks or storages) and parts of perivolos were 
revealed. Pottery sherds from the Bronze Age to the Hellenistic Period were brought to 
light indicating that the trapeza was continuously occupied from the 3rd Millennium 
until the end of the 1st Millennium BC400. It is essential to underline the fact that the 
pottery fragments found in the trenches of the settlement had great and significant 
similarities with the ones found in the cemetery. That means that this cemetery 
belonged to the settlement which occupied toumba Agelaki401. 
 
3.4.7 Trapeza of Lakkia402/Lakkia of Vasilika 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza 
Dating: Early Iron Age, Archaic, Classical and Roman Period 
 
The trapeza of Lakkia is found on a hilly area at the north side of the Valley and 
1500m from Anthemous River. In particular, it is 500m northwest of modern Lakkia 
and more precisely south of the neighboring Lanari mountain (fig.151) (Map 1). 
Moreover, the north trapeza of Agiasma of Agias Paraskevis is visible from there (see 
above). Furthermore, there are streams at the south and west of the settlement, which 
flow into Anthemous. The embankments of the site have roughly circular shape. What 
is more, regarding the research that has been performed on the site, only surface 
investigations have been carried out, whereas rescue excavations have been conducted 
by the 16th Ephorate of Classical and Prehistoric Antiquities east of the site, uncovering 
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Roman graves. According to pottery fragments, the settlement is dated in the Early Iron 
Age, Archaic, the Classical as well as in the Roman Period. In addition, an abundance 
of pottery items dating back in the Historical Ages (especially pithoi) as well as remains 
of pipelines were revealed during a recent survey in the context of the Archaeological 
Project in Anthemous Valley in 2012403. 
 
3.4.8 Lofoi of Souroti 
 
Type of settlement: settlements on hills and bordering heights 
Dating: Early Iron Age to Roman Period 
 
A remarkable site at the south part of Anthemous Valley is Lofoi of Souroti. 
The site lies on the foothills of Katsika mount and it includes three neighboring hills 
and at least three settlements, which are situated at the west, at the east and in the middle 
(fig.152) (Map 1). A distinctive feature of the site could be its establishment on the hills 
which differs significantly when compared to other settlements on trapezes or toumbes 
in the around area of the valley404. More specifically, the hills are found on natural 
elevations at an area with many streams. There are also paths which lead to bordering 
areas such as Agios Antonios, Petralona and the north part of the coastal Chalcidice405. 
Nevertheless, parts of the embankments of the hill were demolished because of the 
human activities such as the construction of earth roads and the bottling plant. 
Additional factors of the deterioration of the site are the installation of electricity pylons 
and the expansion of the modern village Souroti near the borders of an ancient 
cemetery406. 
It is necessary to highlight that due to its strategic location, the ancient residents 
chose this place in order to establish their settlement. In particular, it is a natural 
fortified place and it is adjacent to other sites to the north such as trapeza Lakkia and 
Lofoi at Fragma of Vasilika. Moreover, the overview of the south part of the Valley 
and the access control to the streets, which connect Pella and Therme with the inland 
of Chalkidiki and Olynthus as well, give the impression that this site is of prominent 
importance407.  
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Regarding the archaeological survey, only surface investigations have been 
carried out at the area in which the ancient settlement was located. According to the 
survey, it seems that the site was inhabited during the length of the First Millennium 
BC, and more specifically from the Early Iron Age to the Roman Period408. Moreover, 
the ancient settlement was expanded from the hill near the bottling plant to the elevation 
east of the north hill409.  
On the contrary, the ancient cemetery was systematically excavated by the 16th 
Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities since 1999. It is found on the west 
extension of the modern Souroti and situated between a soccer field, the old settlement, 
the bottling plant and the hills that delimit it from the southern and western sides. A 
number of graves were brought to light, which covered a large time frame from the 
Archaic to the Hellenistic Period and, especially, from the 6th to the 2nd c. BC410. A 
common feature between this cemetery and other burial lands of bordering sites (Agia 
Paraskevi, Therme) is the type of the graves that have been discovered, which include 
pit and cist graves, sarcophagi and rare tile-covered graves411. In addition, the burial 
finds are similar with a number of graves at Therme and Agia Paraskevi but they were 
not as prosperous412. The men were usually accompanied to the Under World with iron 
weapons including knives, strigils and spearheads, whereas the women were 
supplemented with jewelry such as bracelets and rings413. Furthermore, pottery of 
mainly Macedonian origin, local and imported workshops were included within the 
graves as well414. The vessels were principally productions from Corinth, Attica and 
Olynth415 (fig.153-155). Still, coins were found in the mouth of the deceased as 
charoneioi oboloi and they were usually coins of Perdiccas III, Philip II, Alexander III 
and Cassander416. 
What is more, remains of an elongated building in arched plan were revealed 
south of the cemetery. Owing to its plan and the pottery sherds at its embankments, it 
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is dated back in the 8th-7th c. BC. Taking into consideration the discovery of a millstone 
and a pestles, the building was interpreted as a place for processing and storing nuts. 
 
3.4.9 Lofos of Agios Antonios417/ Agios Antonios/ Spitia of Agios 
Antonios 
 
Type of settlement: settlement on hills and bordering heights 
Dating: Early Bronze and Early Iron Age. 
 
The site is located on a hilly area and more specifically south of mount Kalavros 
and west of mount Katsika (Map 1). It lies 1,5 km southeast of homonymous village of 
Agios Antonios and 700m south of the street which leads from Anthemous Valley to 
the coastal Chalkidiki (fig.156). The hill is steep and the access to it is from northeast, 
while there is a church of Agios Antonios at the top of it. There are streams around the 
site, which flows into a gorge. The site have not been excavated yet and only surface 
investigations have been carried out. According to pottery sherds it is dated in Early 
Bronze and Early Iron Age418. 
 
3.4.10 Lofoi at Fragma of Vasilika/ Fragma 
 
Type of settlement: settlement on hills (possibly acropolis) and bordering heights 
Dating: Archaic and Classical Era. 
 
The archaeological site Fragma of Vasilika is located at the north-northeast part 
of the Valley in correspondence with the Hills of Souroti (Map 1). In particular, it is 
found around 2 km northeast from Vasilika near the areas of Mavrotopos and Metalleia 
(fig.157). A noteworthy feature abou
(possibly acropolis) and the bordering elevations419 (fig.158). Taking into account its 
location, it seems that it is a distinctive site because of its overview to Anthemous 
Valley as well as the access control to the roads that lead to Chortiatis, Peristera and 
Livadi. There are two streams, northeast and south, which both flow into Anthemous.  
The identification of the site with an ancient city is intricate. However, 
Hatzopoulos, Loukopoulou and Lane Fox believe that Strepsa must have been located 
                                                 
417 Soueref 2011, 37. 
418 Grammenos et al. 1997, 13. 
419 Soueref 2011, 181. 
57 
 
somewhere in the area of Vasilika420. However, Papazoglou, Makaronas and Hammond 
consider that the city of Anthemous was probably located in the area of Vasilika. 
Papazoglou supports that the Hellenistic necropolis at Souroti could possibly be related 
to Anthemous421. 
In addition, remains of fortification walls (perivolos) were found at the east part 
of the peak, while a mining quarry422 of chert was revealed south of the site as well. 
Still, it is important to remark, the fact that only surface investigations have been carried 
out at the site. According to them, the site is dated in the Archaic and the Classical 
period. A lot of surface finds and graves were uncovered as Roman pottery sherds were 
found south of the settlement, too. Finally, a deed of sale of the 4thc. BC, which was 
discovered northeast of modern Vasilika, was probably found around this site. Finally, 
a deed of sale of the 4thc. BC, which was discovered northeast of modern Vasilika, was 
probably found around this site423.  
 
 
3.5 Municipality of Poligyros-County of Chalkidiki. 
 
3.5.1Trapeza of Galatista 
 
Type of settlement: trapeza  
Dating: Classical, Hellenistic and Roman Period. 
 
The trapeza of Galatista is located southwest of the modern settlement and, 
more specifically, at a distance of 3,1 km424 (fig.159) (Map 1). There is the small church 
of Agia Paraskevi very close to the site, too. As far as the location of the site is 
concerned, it is situated near the upstream of Anthemous (fig.160). It is grounded on a 
conical hill with a flat top while there is the stream of Megalos Lakkos at a distance of 
150 m425. The site has not been systematically excavated yet and surface investigations 
have been conducted. According to the pottery sherds of the survey, the trapeza is dated 
back in the Classical, the Hellenistic and the Roman Period426. Moreover, burial 
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426 Hatzopoulos 1996a, 193, Grammenos et all. 1997, 56 and Andreou et al. 2016, 59. 
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remains of the Late Roman and the Early Christian Period were visible on a field 
northeast of the trapeza427.  
Regarding the identification of the settlement, it has been suggested, by 
Hatzopoulos and Loukopoulou, that the ancient city of Anthemous was located there428. 
This view is strengthened by the discovery of some inscriptions in the area, dated in the 
Hellenistic and the Roman era, which offer valuable data about the administration and 
the cults of the city. The information is related to the idea that the city was organized 
as most of Macedonian cities and managed by three archontes during the early 2nd c. 
BC.429 Moreover, it seems that the city was managed by 2 politarches430, around 40 
BC. In other Macedonian cities, such as Veroia, Kassandreia and Thessaloniki, there 
were 3 or 4 politarches431. Regarding the cults, it seems that the divinities which were 
worshipped were Zeus Ipsistos432, Demeter433 and the Egyptian gods (Sarapis, Isis, 
Anoubis and Arpokratis)434. There was also the heroic cult of Lykourgos son of 
Brasidas.435 Some funerary stelai were also found in the vicinity.436 Hatzopoulos and 
Loukopoulou, who have studied the epigraphic material from Galatista, have concluded 
that the population of the city was consisted both of pre-Macedonian Greek population 
and pre-Greek population which was integrated into the citizen body. During the 
Hellenistic period the city received Macedonian settlers.437 
 
 
                                                 
427 Andreou et al. 2016, 61. 
428 Hatzopoulos-Loukopoulou 1987, 59 n.155. Other scholars who have the same opinion are Edson, 
Tiverios and Tsigarida. See Edson 1955, 171-172, Tiverios 2008, 23 and Tsigarida 2011, 140, n.15. For 
the location of Anthemous at Vasilika see above p.56-57. 
429 [  ]   [  ]  [...]    [ ]   ,   
. For the inscription see Hatzopoulos 1996b, 88 no 68 and SEG 42560. The inscription was 
found in the church of Panagia at Galatista. See Hatzopoulos 1996b, 88 no. 68. 
430
42558 
431 Soueref 2011, 252. 
432    [ ] [  ]  [ ]   [  ] [  ]   [ ]
See Hatzopoulos 1996b 66-67 no 49 and SEG 42556.  
   vacat . See SEG 42562. Also, see Chrisostomou 1989-1991, 57, 
no. 1. Both inscriptions were found in the church of Agios Dimitrios of Galatista. An inscribed base of a 
statuette dedicated to Zeus Ipsistos was discovered at Mesimeri but according to Chrisostomou it was 
probably transferred by Anthemous. See Chrisostomou 1989-1991, 57-58 no. 2. 
433 See above note 429. 
434      , [ ]  { < > },  . See SEG 
42563. 
 v  v  [ ] -  #   v . See SEG 42564. 
435    , , . See SEG 42557. 
436 See SEG 2411, SEG 42566 and SEG 42567. 




4. The settlement organization 
 
The settlement organization of Crousis presents some features which are related 
to the topography and the geography of the region. In Crousis at least 28438 settlements 
were inhabited during the First Millennium BC occupying trapezes, toumbes and hills 
and heights. Regarding the types of settlements (see diagram 1), the majority was 
established on trapezes (11) and toumbes (4). Furthermore, a small number of 
settlements simultaneously occupied both a toumba and its neighboring trapeza (3) or 
a toumba on a trapeza (3) or a trapeza on a trapeza (2) or two neighboring trapezes (1), 
which were located at the same site. Other settlements were established on hills with 
their bordering heights (3)439 (Diagram 1). 
During the Early Iron Age and onwards, the settlement organization was 
associated with the gradual expansion of the settlements on natural elevations and 
plateaus440. This type of settlement is known to the bibliography as trapeza441. The 
trapezes differ from the toumbes442 because of their flattened surface and their 
trapezoidal shape443. The toumbes were the most common and conventional type of 
settlement during the prehistoric times. However, in some toumbes the habitation 
continued until the historical ages, such as Misotoumba of Epanomi, Fener toumba of 
Plagiari, toumba of Therme, toumba of Veria and Mesimeriani toumba444. With respect 
to the trapezes and their location, particularly the ones placed in Crousis, they were 
mainly established near the coast, close to rivers or streams and at the foothills of 
mountains. These were: toumba Velona, toumba of Agios Konstantinos, trapeza of 
Neoi Epivates, Platia toumba of Plagiari, Fener toumba of Plagiari, trapeza Kefala of 
Ano Schoalari, trapeza of Neo Rysio, trapeza of Therme C, toumba Agelaki, trapeza 
of Lakkia and trapeza of Galatista. Some trapezes were even attached to neighboring 
                                                 
438The settlements included in this dissertation were detected via surface investigations, rescue 
excavations, trial trenches and some systematic excavations mainly in cemeteries. It is likely that there 
are more settlements, which are have not been found yet. 
439 The settlement at the area of Paliou  at the diagram because its 
core had not been discovered yet. There are only some remains, which are related with the production of 
wine (wine-presses), a pottery kiln, an oil press and some garum tanks. A roman cemetery was excavated 
in the vicinity.  See above p.17-18 
440 Soueref 2011, 277. 
441 Soueref 2011, 207. 
442 Toumbes are unnatural hills whose conical shape has been created by the gradual accumulation of 
successive layers of habitation and the material remains in the same place. 
443 Soueref 2011, 219, n.3.  
444 Soueref 2011, 343, n.11. 
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toumbes or were located very close to them, and a few examples include toumba and 
trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia, toumba and trapeza of Potamos Epanomi, toumba and 
trapeza of Kato Scholari445. Moreover, two quite uncommon types of settlements were 
a toumba on a trapeza (toumba of Veria, Fener toumba of Plagiari, toumba Gona) or a 
trapeza on a trapeza (trapeza of Neo Rysio, trapeza Saralika of Trilophos). At the site 
of Agiasma of Agia Paraskevi the ancient settlement was founded on two neighboring 
trapezes. Finally, the settlements of Lofoi of Souroti, Lofoi at Fragma of Vasilika and 
Agios Antonios were placed on hills and their bordering heights (Diagram 1). 
Ten settlements446 were situated along the coastline of Thermaic Gulf, occupied 
capes and peninsulas or in a short distance from the sea shore. In addition, ten 
settlements447 were placed on the foothills of mountains, while eight448 on natural 
elevations, at plains and valleys (Diagram 2). 
As diagram 3 portrays, the majority of the settlements were continuously 
inhabited from the Early Iron Age to the Classical Period. Particularly, 22 of 28 were 
inhabited in the Early Iron Age449, 24 of 28 in the Archaic Period450 and 26 of 28 in the 
Classical Period451. Nevertheless, there is an obvious decrease of habitation during the 
                                                 
445 Soueref 2011, 310, 343 and 361. 
446 Toumba of Veria, toumba and trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia, toumba Velona of Nea Herakleia, 
Misotoumba of Epanomi, Mesimeriatiki toumba of Kritsanon, toumba and trapeza of Potamos of 
Epanomi, Palioura of Epanomi, toumba Tambia, trapeza of Neoi Epivates, toumba Gona. 
447 Trapeza Kefala of Ano Scholari, toumba and trapeza of Kato Scholari, toumba of Therme A, trapeza 
of Therme C, Agiasma of Agia Paraskevi, toumba Agelaki, trapeza of Lakkia, Lofoi of Souroti, Agios 
Antonios, Lofoi of Fragma of Vasilika. 
448 Toumba of Agios Konstantinos, Platia toumba of Plagiari, Fener toumba of Plagiari, trapeza Saralika 
of Trilophos, Mesimeriani toumba of Trilophos, trapeza of Neo Rysio, trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia, 
trapeza of Galatista. 
449 Toumba and trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia, toumba Velona of Nea Herakleia, Misotoumba of Epanomi, 
Mesimeriatiki toumba of Kritsanon, toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi, toumba of Agios 
Konstantinos, toumba Tambia, trapeza of Neoi Epivates, Platia toumba of Plagiari, Fener toumba of 
Plagiari, trapeza Saralika of Trilophos, Mesimeriani toumba of Trilophos, toumba and trapeza of Kato 
Scholari, toumba Gona, trapeza of Neo Rysio, trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia, toumba of Therme A, 
trapeza of Therme C, Agiasma of Agia Paraskevi, trapeza of Lakkia, Lofoi of Souroti, Agios Antonios. 
450 Toumba Velona of Nea Herakleia, Misotoumba of Epanomi, Mesimeriatiki toumba of Kritsanon, 
toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi, Palioura of Epanomi, toumba Tambia, trapeza of Neoi 
Epivates, Platia toumba of Plagiari, Fener toumba of Plagiari, trapeza Saralika of Trilophos, trapeza 
Kefala of Ano Scholari, Mesimeriani toumba of Trilophos, toumba and trapeza of Kato Scholari, toumba 
Gona, trapeza of Neo Rysio, trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia, toumba of Therme A, trapeza of Therme C, 
Agiasma of Agia Paraskevi, toumba Agelaki, trapeza of Lakkia, Lofoi of Souroti, Lofoi of Fragma of 
Vasilika, trapeza of Galatista. 
451 Toumba of Veria, toumba and trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia, toumba Velona of Nea Herakleia, 
Misotoumba of Epanomi, Mesimeriatiki toumba of Kritsanon, toumba and trapeza of Potamos of 
Epanomi, toumba of Agios Konstantinos, toumba Tambia, trapeza of Neoi Epivates, Platia Toumba of 
Plagiari, Fener toumba of Plagiari, trapeza Saralika of Trilophos, Mesimeriani toumba of Trilophos, 
trapeza Kefala of Ano Scholari, toumba and trapeza of Kato Scholari, toumba Gona, trapeza of Neo 
Rysio, trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia, toumba of Therme A, trapeza of Therme C, Agiasma of Agia 
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Hellenistic and the Roman Period (Diagram 3). Thus, the number of the settlements in 
the Hellenistic Period were 14452, while the quantity is reduced to 8 during the Roman 
Era453. This noticeable decrease of the maintained settlements could be explained by 
integration of the settlements in the synoikismos of Thessaloniki in 316 BC. However, 
a few of them were not completely abandoned by their citizens (Aineia). 
At this point, it is necessary to highlight some geographical observations. To 
begin with, the sites of toumba Gona, trapeza of Neo Rysio and trapeza of Neo Rysio-
Kardia were located very close to the banks of Anthemous. Further to the east, at 
modern Vasilika Lakkia and Therme at the foothills of Kissos/Chortiatis, there were 
settlements that oversaw the lower part of Anthemous Valley and could have been 
controlling the north and northwest part of it. The settlements at toumba Agelaki, at 
Agiasma of Agia Paraskevi and at Lofoi of Souroti were established at the foothills of 
Kalavros mount and could have been controlling the southwest part of the valley. What 
is more, the settlement at the trapeza of Galatista controlled the east part of the valley 
with the valuable paths leading to the inland of Chalkidiki. It is significant to mention 
that during the First Millennium BC, it seemed that there were not settlements inside 
the valley, close to the main course of Anthemous River. This phenomenon is likely 
due to the frequent floods of Anthemous (Map 1).  
In addition, most of the coastal settlements of Crousis occupy larger or smaller 
capes such as Misotoumba, toumba Tambia, Mesimeriatiki toumba of Kritziana, 
toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi, Palioura. A noteworthy observation is that 
the distance between the settlements along the western and northern coastline of 
Crousis presented some similarities. Particularly, the distance between the settlements 
which were located at the southern part of coast ( toumba of Veria, toumba and trapeza 
of Nea Kallikrateia, toumba Velona, Misotoumba of Epanomi, Mesimeriatiki toumba 
of Kritziana and toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi) was 4-5 km in straight 
line (Map 2), while the distance between the settlements located on the northern coast 
                                                 
Paraskevi, toumba Agelaki, trapeza of Lakkia, Lofoi of Souroti, Lofoi of Fragma of Vasilika, trapeza of 
Galatista. 
452Toumba and trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia, toumba Velona, toumba of Agios Konstantinos,  
toumba Tambia, Platia toumba of Plagiari, Fener toumba of Plagiari, trapeza Kefala of Ano Scholari,  
trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia, toumba of Therme A, trapeza of Therme C, toumba Agelaki of Agia  
Paraskevi, Lofoi of Souroti, trapeza of Galatista, Palioura. 
453 Toumba of Veria, toumba and trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia, toumba Tambia, toumba Gona, trapeza of 
Lakkia, Lofoi of Souroti, trapeza of Galatista, Palioura. 
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of Crousis (toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi, Palioura, toumba Tambia, 





In conclusion, the geographical limits of Crousis included the western coast of 
Chalkidiki and Anthemous Valley. At least 28 settlements were situated within these 
limits during the First Millennium BC. There was a variety of settlement types, but the 
most popular type was the trapeza from the Early Iron Age and onwards. Other types 
included toumba, toumba and trapeza, toumba on a trapeza, trapeza on a trapeza, two 
neighboring trapezes and hills and their bordering heights. These settlements occupied 
sites of strategic importance on coasts, plains, valleys and foothills of mountains. The 
majority of them had an overview of either the Thermaic Gulf or Anthemous Valley or 
both of them and controlled crucial trade routes by sea or by land. The region provided 
large fertile plains, abundance of water, which promoted agriculture and live-stock 
farming.  
Certain significant cities were placed within some of the settlements. According 
to Herodotus the cities Lipaxos, Kombreia, Aisa, Gigonos, Kampsa, Smila and Aineia 
belonged to Crousis region. Additionally, there were a few other cities such as Tinde, 
Kithas/Skithai, Rhaikelos, Dikaia, Veria, Strepsa and Anthemous, which are supposed 
to be of the region, too. However, the identification of these cities with a single site is 
very difficult. Only three of the aforementioned cities were quite securely identified 
(Aineia, Dikaia and Rhaikelos) because of the discovery of inscriptions and the 
archaeological finds. The identification of the other cities is hypothetical and 
speculative. Despite the fact that most of the settlements have been systematically 
excavated yet, the finds of the cemeteries (Misotoumba of Epanomi, toumba Tambia, 
trapeza of Therme, toumba Agelaki) provide an indicative image of the everyday life, 
the different burial customs and the commercial relations of the residents in the area. 
Furthermore, the pottery fragments and the vessels from both the surface investigations 
and the excavations at the sites and the cemeteries highlight the trade contacts of 
Crousis with the inland of Chalkidiki, the Aegean (Chios), the southern Greece (Attica, 
Corinth) and other areas of the Macedonian Kingdom. 
When attempting to investigate and identify the aforementioned cities, the 
ancient texts (the order in which the cities are mentioned by Herodotus) and the 
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archaeological finds from each site, can be useful. Particularly, Herodotus texts and 
imported and local pottery, coins, grave goods, inscriptions, building remains prove to 
be beneficial to the research. The modern toponyms (Veria, Smila of Epanomi) should 
not be omitted as well.  
The majority of the views that have been projected by the scholars about their 
location, are contradictory and hypothetical. Thus, the proposed location of the cities 
could be defined as follows: the city Brea could be found at modern Veria and Dikaia 
at Nea Kallikrateia, where coins of Dikaiopolitai were discovered. Lipaxos was 
probably placed at toumba Velona, between Nea Herakleia and Nea Kallikrateia, while 
Misotoumba of Epanomi could be identified with Gigonos or Kombreia. The city Aisa 
was possibly situated at Mesimeriatiki toumba of Kritsana while the views about the 
toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi vary between Kampsa, Smila and mainly 
Gigonos. Kithas/Skithai and Tinde could be placed at toumba of Agios Konstantinos 
and Mesimeriani toumba of Trilophos respectively, as cities which were more likely 
founded far away from the coast. Regarding Smila and especially Kampsa, it is possible 
to locate them somewhere in the area between Nea Michaniona and Epanomi. The site 
at Palioura of Epanomi is a possible location. Aineia and Rhaikelos are two of the cities, 
which were quite securely identified owing to the finds in each area. Particularly, the 
exact location of Aineia is toumba Tambia at Nea Michaniona, where the ancient texts, 
the finds and the grave goods from the cemetery strengthened the views that the city 
was situated there. 
Further north and north-east of Aineia, the ancient city of Rhaikelos could be 
placed in the area of modern Peraia or Plagiari (trapeza of Neoi Epivates, Platia toumba 
and Fener toumba of Plagiari). The discovery of the inscription of Artemis Rhaikeleia 
in a field of Ano Peraia is the major factor that convinced scholars that Rhaikelos was 
placed in the vicinity. Finally, Strepsa was possibly located in the area of Vasilika and 
most probably at Lofoi at Fragma of Vasilika, while Anthemous at the trapeza of 
Galatista, where a number of inscriptions confirm the existence of an important city 
there. 
As it has already been mentioned throughout this dissertation, the available 
evidence is only circumsta
occur in the area of Crousis in order to enrich and shed light on our knowledge about 
the region and have the capacity to draw safer conclusions on the identification of its 
cities. The conduction of future systematic excavations is also a crucial prerequisite for 
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the purpose of understanding how and when a settlement was founded and abandoned, 
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Map 2: The distance in straight line between the settlements which were located at the southern part of coast 
(toumba of Veria, toumba and trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia, toumba Velona, Misotoumba of Epanomi, 
















Map 3: The distance in straight line between the settlements which were located at the northern part 
of coast (toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi, Palioura, toumba Tambia, trapeza of Neoi 
Epivates, toumba Gona).  
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.44427334,22.93730237,71.46959201a,22884.64785416d,30y,-
14.83945186h,47.7088735t,-0r  
Map 4: Map from the satellite in which the names of seven rivers of Chalkidiki are mentioned. 























































































































































Fig.2. Parts of buildings from Hellenistic and 
Roman Period. Source: Pazaras-Tsanana 1990, 
369 fig. 12.  
Fig.3. Coin Hoard from the excavations at Veria. 
Source: Pazaras-Tsanana 1990, 369 fig. 13.  
Fig.4. Toumba and trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia from 
northwest. Photo: Albani Kyriaki  
Fig.5. The erosion by the graves from toumba of Nea 




















































Fig.6. Part from toumba of Nea Kallikrateia. 
Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.7. Part from handle of a vessel at the 
beach near the toumba of Nea Kallikrateia. 
Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.9. Parts of buildings of the ancient city. 
Source: Bilouka-Vasileiou-Graekos 2000, 309, 
fig.5. 
Fig.10.Part of the excavation of the early archaic 
cemetery of Nea Kallikrateia. Source: Bilouka-Graekos 
2009, 244, fig.3. 
Fig.8. Toumba and Trapeza of Nea Kallikrateia from a picture of the beginning 
























Fig.11. Grave goods from the interior of a sarcophagus 
at the late-archaic cemetery of Nea Kallikrateia. 
Source: Bilouka-Graekos 2009, 244, fig.4. 
Fig.12: Finds from the cemetery of Nea Kallikrateia. 
Source: Bilouka-Graekos 2009,246, fig.7. 
Fig.13: Grave-finds and parts of molds from the cemetery of 
Nea Kallikrateia. Source: Bilouka-Graekos 2009,246, fig.8. 
Fig.14. Vessels and a strigil from the cemetery of Nea 
Kallikrateia. 
Source: Bilouka-Vasileiou-Graekos 2000, 309, fig.4. 
Fig.15: The grave finds of the interior of a grave at the 
archaic cemetery of Nea Kallikrateia. 




Fig.16: Grave stele from Nea Kallikrateia depicting 
a young girl holding a dove at her left hand. 
Source:https://www.eng.auth.gr/macedonia/images
/TheBigPictures/i39-1.jpg  
Fig.17: Toumba Velona. Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.18: Misotoumba of Epanomi. Source: Pappa 2019, 34 fig. 11. 
Fig.19: Misotoumba of Epanomi 
from the coast of Nea Herakleia. 




Fig.20: Sarcophagus from the ancient cemetery 
of Misotoumpa. 
ig.237a 
Fig.21: Bronze fibulae and bracelets. 
Source: Tsimbidou-Avloniti 1989, 329, fig. 9. 
Fig.22: Bronze hoops. 
Source: Tsimbidou-Avloniti 1989, 329, 10. 
Fig.23: Silver Earrings. 
Source: Tsimbidou-Avloniti 1989, 329, fig. 8 
Fig.24: Gold mouthpiece and silver jewelry.  




Fig.25: Misotoumba from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.35502604,22.996813,17.47119
852a,627.82832173d,30y,38.74309486h,68.66263825t,0r  
Fig.26: Mesimeriatiki toumba of Kritsana from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.37300365,22.95552371,-
0.80681856a,718.18350423d,35y,-76.03078214h,82.38176547t,0r  
Fig.28: Mesimeriatiki toumba of Kritsana. Photo: Albani Kyriaki.
Fig.27: Metochi of Kritziana. Photo: Albani Kyriaki 
Fig.29: Toumba and trapeza of Potamos of 








Fig.30: Toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi (shot from 
northwest) Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.33: Surface pottery from the toumba of 
Potamos of Epanomi. Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.31: Toumba and trapeza of Potamos of Epanomi (shot from southeast)  
Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.34: Toumba of Potamos of Epanomi (shot from 
west) Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 




Fig.35: Toumba of Potamos of Epanomi. 
Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.36 Toumba of Agios Konstantinos at Mesimeri from the satellite, 




Fig.37:  Remains of Macedonian tomb A. Source: Apostolou 2019, 49, 9a. 





Fig.39: Palioura of Epanomi. Map from the satellite depicting the location of the pottery kiln, the oil press, some garum tanks, the tanks 
of wine-presses and the roman cemetery. Source: https://www.culture.gov.gr/el/service/SitePages/view.aspx?iID=3470#prettyPhoto/0/  
 
Fig.40: The pottery kiln from Palioura of Epanomi. 
Source: Apostolou 2019, 54, fig.12. 
Fig.41: The oil-press from Palioura of Epanomi. 
















Fig.44: The ancient Aineia, Pydna, Thessaloniki 








Fig.45: The Cape Touzla at the area of 
Megalo Emvolo. 
Photo: Albani Kyriaki 
Fig.46: The Cape Megalo Emvolo from the port 
of Agelochori. 




Fig.47: The erosion of the Cape 
Megalo Emvolo. 
Photo: Albani Kyriaki 
Fig.48: Toumba Tambia from the 
port of Agelochori. 
Photo: Albani Kyriaki 
Fig.49: Cape Megalo Emvolo 
from the port of Agelochori. 








Fig.50: a) Cape Touzla from toumba Tambia and the 
erosion by the waves of the sea. b) The erosion of 
toumba Tambia and Nea Michaniona to the south, c and 
d)Toumba Tambia. e) Cape Touzla and Megalo Emvolo 









Fig.51: a) The remains of the forts at the northwest side 
of Toumba Tambia. b-e) The remains of the forts and 
the lighthouse at the edge of the Cape Megalo Emvolo. 





Fig.52: a) Silver coin from Aineia, 1sthalf of 5th c.BC. 
Observe: Head of Aeneas with helmet. b) : Bronze coin 
of Aineia, 1st half of 4th c.BC. Observe: Head of Aeneas 
with phrygian helmet. Source: Tselekas 2011, 215, fig.: 
451-452.  





Fig.54: a) Trial trenches at the area of ancient city. The 
remains of a building which are made from stone. b) 
Fragment of attic black-figure vassel. Source: 








Fig.55 The crepis of the temple. Source: Karadedos 
2006, 328, fig.1. 
Fig.57: Part of base of ionic column from the 
archaic temple, Archaeological Museum of 
Thessaloniki. Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
 
Fig.56: The architectural plan of the excavated part of the archaic temple. 
Source: Karadedos 2006, 323, fig.4. 
Fig.58: Part of base of ionic column from the archaic 
temple, Archaeological Museum of Thessaloniki. 




Fig.59:  Parts of carnice with ionic eggs. Archaic and roman 
parts of the entablature. Source: Karadedos 2006, 329, 
fig.6. 
Fig.61 : Part of an imperial statue of the 
temple, which wears chest probably emperor 
Andrianus, Archaeological Museum of 
Thessaloniki. Photo: Albani Kyriaki 
Fig.60: Parts from door frame of the temple. 
Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.62: Part of woman statue; probably from goddess 
Roma. Archaeological Museum of Thessaloniki. 





Fig.63: The archaic temple of Aphrodite in the permanent exhibition of Archaeological Museum 
of Thessaloniki. Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
 
Fig.64: Part of a headless imperial statue in the 
Zeus Aegis-bearer type. Archaeological Museum 
of Thessaloniki. Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.65: A wealthy cist grave of a woman at the 




Fig.66: The topographic plan of the location Toumbes 
depicting the three burial tombs and the graves of the around 
area. Source: Vokotopoulou 1990, 14, fig.2. 
Fig.68: The burial pyre of the tumulus B.  
Source: Vokotopoulou 1990, 47c. 
Fig.69: The interior of Tomb II in tumulus 
B. Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.67:The burial pyre and the cist grave of the tumulus B from 
south. Source: Vokotopoulou 1990, fig. 47b. 
Fig.70: The interior of Tomb II in tumulus B. 




Fig.72: A gild cotyle from the tomb III of the tumulus 
B. Source: Soueref 2011b, 417, fig.40. 
Fig.71 a-b) Details from the wall painting of the tomb 
II in tumulus A, c) Bronze gilt wreath at the interior 
of the tomb II, d) Gilt and glass alabasters at the 







Fig.73: A gold ring from the tomb III. 
Source: Tigarida-Ignatiadou 2000, 67,fig.64. 
Fig.76: A bronze mirror from the tomb III.  
Source: Soueref 2011b, 417, fig.43. 
Fig.74: Gold brooches from the cemetery of Aineia. 
Source: Tigarida-Ignatiadou 2000, 67,fig.65. 
Fig.75: A gilt alabaster from the tomb II. 
Photo: Albani Kyriaki 
Fig.77: Black-figured oinochoe from the 
cemetery of Aineia. 




Fig.78: A bronze gilt wreath from the cemetery 
of Aineia. Source: Grammenos D.B
Athens 
2004, 196. 
Fig.81: Platia toumba (right) and Fener (left) toumba of Plagiari from 
the satellite. Toumba Tambia, trapeza of Neoi Epivates, Megalo 
Emvolo and the Thermaic Gulf are visible. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.47194129,22.94307199,149.43952
331a,1149.34220043d,34.99999999y,-68.21133982h,77.16576427t,0r  
Fig.79: Toumba of Neoi Epivates from the street 
Peraia-Michaniona. Photo: Albani Kyriaki. 
Fig.82: Platia toumba and Fener toumba of Plagiari.  
Source: Soueref 2011, 151. 
Fig.80: Toumba (left) and trapeza of Neoi Epivates (right) from the satellite.  





Fig.83: The column from Peraia with 
the reference of Artemis Rhaikeleia. 
Source: Nigdelis 2009, 108, fig.4. 
Fig.85: Grave from the site of Saralika of Trilophos.  
Source: Koukouvou 2001-2004, fig. 31d. 
Fig.84: Fener toumba of Plagiari.  
Source: Soueref Havela 1998, 240, fig.1. 
Fig.86: Grave finds from the cemetery.  




Fig.87: Mesimeriani toumba of Trilophos from the satellite.  
Source:earth.google.com/web/@40.43700816,22.99010575,142.6
260172a,273.6174012d,30y,28.85629773h,70.48083048t,360r  
Fig.90: Trapeza Kefala of Ano Scholari. 
Source: Soueref 2011, 41. 
Fig.88: Mesimeriani toumba of Trilophos.  
Source: Pappa 2019, 27, fig.3. 
Fig.91: Toumba of Kato Scholari. Soueref 2011, 180. 
 
Fig.89: Trench at the Mesimeriani toumba of Trilophos.  











Fig.93: Pottery from toumba Gona: a) Geometric pottery, b) classical pottery, c) local vessel, 
d) pottery of terra singillata. 




Fig.94: Trapeza of Neo Rysio from the satellite. The 
neighboring trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia is visible to the east. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.49086237,22.99193088,79.
90697336a,1105.3828238d,35y,111.76661759h,72.13280065t,0r  
Fig.96: The overview of Athemous Valley and mount Chortiatis 
from trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia.  
Source:https://www.ihu.gr/ucips/wp-content/uploads/sites/4/2020/02/View-of-Mt.-
Chortiatis-and-the-valley-of-Anthemous-from-the-site-scaled.jpg  











Fig.98: Trapeza of Neo Rysio-Kardia. 
Source: https://www.ihu.gr/ucips/excavation-neo-rysio-kardia  
Fig.100: Pottery from a pit.  
Source:https://www.ihu.gr/ucips/wp-
content/uploads/sites/4/2020/02/Finds-from-an-ancient-pit.jpg  
Fig.99: Part of excavated building and amphoras in situ. 
Source:https://www.ihu.gr/ucips/wp-content/uploads/sites/4/2020/02/Part-
of-a-building-with-amphoras-in-situ.jpg 
Fig.101: Finds and vessels from the collapse debris of a building.  
Source: https://www.ihu.gr/ucips/wpcontent/uploads/sites/4/2020/02/Vessels-
and-other-finds-from-the-collapse-debris-of-a-building.jpg 





Fig.103: Trapeza of Therme A from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.55494286,23.03524871,98.2
8502207a,1163.17561154d,30y,62.62584535h,75.02086486t,360r 
Fig.106: The Hellenistic building. 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 28,fig.7. 
Fig.104: Trapeza of Therme A and Trapeza of Therme C 
from the satellite.  
Source:earth.google.com/web/@40.55204296,23.02937997,78.64488327
a,624.31612739d,30y,-162.49173982h,64.41675699t,0r 
Fig.107: Tomb A from Sedes. 
Source: Kotzias 1937, 866, fig.1. 
Fig.105: Trapeza of Therme C from east. 
Source: Soueref 2011, 76. 
Fig.108: Gold olive wreath from the tomb A of Sedes. 




Fig.109: Parts of gold wreath from the tomb A of Sedes. 
Source: Kotzias 1937, 807, fig.2. 
Fig.112
excavation. Source: Ignatiadou 1997. 
Fig.110: Small bronze mirror from the tomb A of Sedes. 
Source: http://anaskafi.blogspot.com/2015/04/blog-post_2.html  
Fig.113: Parts of iron spear from the tomb B of Sedes. 
Source: http://anaskafi.blogspot.com/2015/04/blog-post_2.html  
Fig.111
excavation. Source: Kotzias 1937, 870, fig.5. 
Fig.114: Drawing from the garland from the tomb 




Fig.115: Gold diadem with Eros from the tomb C of Sedes (350-325 BC). 
Source: https://www.amth.gr/en/exhibitions/permanent-exhibitions/gold-macedon  Fig.117: Gold ring with a nursing mother from the 
tomb C of Sedes. Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 53, fig.24. 
Fig.116: Gold necklace from the tomb C of Sedes (350-325 BC). 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 52, fig.22. 
Fig.118: Gold earring from the tomb C of Sedes. 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 53, fig.23. 
Fig.119: Black-glazes pyxis and skyphos from the tomb C of Sedes (325-300 BC). 




Fig. 120: General view from the excavation of the cemetery of Sedes. 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 35, fig.9. 
Fig. 123: Cist grave from the ancient cemetery of Therme. 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 43, fig.14. 
Fig. 121: Pit grave from the ancient cemetery of Therme. 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 41, fig.13. 
Fig. 124: Sarcophagus from the ancient cemetery of Therme. 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 43, fig.15. 
Fig. 122: Burial in pithos from the ancient cemetery of Therme. 




Fig. 125: Crater from a local workshop from the ancient 
cemetery of Therme (500 BC). 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 37, fig.10. 
Fig. 128: Kylix from the ancient cemetery of Therme. 
Source:http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-19-16-47-07/9-
2015-04-19-17-36-38/24-2015-04-19-17-56-29  
Fig. 126: Imported pottery from Ionia from the ancient cemetery of 
Therme (500-480 BC). 
Source: Ignatiadou 1997, 39, fig.11. Fig. 129: Krater from the ancient cemetery of Therme. 
Source: http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-19-
16-47-07/9-2015-04-19-17-36-38/24-2015-04-19-17-56-29  







Fig. 130: Vessels and other fings from the ancient cemetery of Therme. 
Source: http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-19-16-47-07/9-2015-
04-19-17-36-38/24-2015-04-19-17-56-29  
Fig. 132: Trapeza B from the south. Source: Soueref 2011, 30. 
Fig. 131: The two trapezes of Agiasma of Agia Paraskevi from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.47248978,23.05331138,181.95422232a,850.97955976d,
30y,-48.68104858h,70.5931549t,0r  
Fig. 133: Trapeza A from the south. 




Fig. 134: Toumba Agelaki from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.48564374,23.03555798,98.28683
281a,674.04385224d,35y,2.27737929h,52.31660946t,0r  
Fig. 137: The excavation of the ancient cemetery of 
Agia Paraskevi. Source: Soueref 2011, 255, fig.5. 
Fig. 135: Toumba Agelaki. Source: Sismanidis 1998, 34, fig.3. 
Fig. 138: A wealthy cist grave of a woman from the 
ancient cemetery of Agia Paraskevi. 
Source: Sismanidis 1987, 159, fig.1 
Fig. 136: The cemetery of Agia Paraskevi. 




Fig. 139: Bronze helmets and iron weapons from the 
ancient cemetery of Agia Paraskevi. 
Source: Sismanidis 1987, Fig. 164. 
Fig. 142: Cotyle from the ancient cemetery of Agia Paraskevi.
Source:http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-19-16-47-07 
Fig. 140: Grave finds from the ancient cemetery of Agia 
Paraskevi. Source: Sismanidis 1987, Fig. 164. 
Fig. 143: Attic red-figured crater from the ancient cemetery of 
Agia Paraskevi. 
Source: http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-19-16-47-07
Fig. 141: Chiakos kalyx from the ancient cemetery 
of Agia Paraskevi. 
Source: http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-
19-16-47-07  
Fig. 144: Attic black-figured crater from the ancient 







Fig. 145: The plan of the macedonian tomb at Mikri 
Toumba. Source: Sismanidis 1986, 65, fig.4. 
Fig. 148: The door of the macedonian tomb at Mikri Toumba.  
Source: http://odysseus.culture.gr/h/4/gh431.jsp?obj_id=8169&mm_id=3557
Fig. 146
at Mikri Toumba. Source: Sismanidis 1986, 67, fig.6. 
 
Fig. 147: The plan of the macedonian tomb at Mikri Toumba. 
Source: Sismanidis 1986, 74, fig.12. 
Fig. 149: Detail from the door of the macedonian tomb 
at Mikri Toumba. 




Fig. 150: The interior of the macedonian tomb at Mikri 
Toumba. Source: Sismanidis 1982, 274, fig.4. 
Fig. 153: Finds from the cemetery of Souroti. 
Source:http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-19-16-47-07  
Fig. 151: Trapeza of Lakkia from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.52330031,23.10484584,161.526925
73a,359.27536506d,35y,70.08960607h,41.18025487t,0r  
Fig. 154: Vessels from the cemetery of Souroti. 
Source: http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-19-16-47-07  
Fig. 152: Lofoi of Souroti from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.46611579,23.08623151,181.71334661a,675.6
4755669d,35y,31.72295603h,61.18199072t,360r  
Fig. 155: Vessels from the cemetery of Souroti. 
Source: http://paths.web.auth.gr/2015-04-19-10-45-30/2015-04-19-16-47-07  
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  Fig. 156: Lofoi of Agios Antonios from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.42721031,23.10989384,191.1753513
8a,329.4022208d,35y,29.08051192h,78.70836018t,0r  Fig. 159: Trapeza of Galatista from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.44412083,23.25447521,270.68168082a,34
3.66490423d,35y,-14.72733439h,51.94721265t,360r  
Fig. 157: Lofoi of Fragma of Vasilika from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.50597159,23.15585508,139.38275374a,84
0.61036536d,35y,33.29489136h,66.85105622t,360r  
Fig. 160: Trapeza of Galatista from the satellite. 
Source:https://earth.google.com/web/@40.44775719,23.23516169,240.87173984a,
3363.42975429d,30y,-74.72100053h,78.3227982t,0r  
Fig. 158: Lofoi of Fragma of Vasilika from north. 
Source: Soueref 2011, 182. 
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